in am of the late inva- 
;, fince-th: Death gf Willam. 
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wich is ſurprizing, on new invented Prin- 


ciples, and of dreadful Conſequence. F. I. 


The Caſe in View, concerning ſingle Altars in the | 


Vu Juriſdiftion, is now actually come to Pals. 
* 


Though our Adverſaries bad ſuch Biſhops, 2s to the 


> © Validity of their own Orders, as themſelves 
could wiſh, and freely permitted by "ths Govern- 


ment; that would not excuſe them from Schiſm 


from che Catholick Church diffuſive, by the Rules 


of Primitive Diſcipline, f they ſbould preſume to 


exerciſe the Power given them in any occupyed 
Dioceſe, without the Ordinary's Leave. F. III. 
4 By the ſame Rules they could not eæpect a Ratifica- 
tion of any of their Acts in Heaven. F. IV. 
The Subjects of ſuch encroaching Biſhops could nor, 


l reaſon, hope for the My ſtical Benefits of ( Com- 


munion. F. V. 
ee from Epiſcopal Communion under Preſ- 


* ä „ byter nx? 


1s 6 


HE ee en of ſeparate Communion 
_ fence the Deceaſe of his Lordſhip of Nor- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
A 


The C 


ontents. 


byters will not ſecure the Name of a Church, 
-as @ Privileged Body; nor any of the Privileges 
belonging to the Church. F. VI. 

Segregation under Presbyters only, will, at length, 


in courſe, incline them who- are guilty of it, to 


acquieſce under a Preſbytery. F. VII. 


Even validly Ordainæd Biſhops, though allowed by 
the State, could not excuſe a State of Segregation 


from Schiſm, nor from the | Conſequences now 
mentioned, F. VIII.“ 


Sußppoſing that t he forementioned Biſhops FR al : 
that Power conferred upon them which our late 
invalidly deprived Fathers were poſſeſſed of, een 
' That. of acting in the Name of the Church of 


England: Yet even that Power could not warrant 


their continuing a Separation ſince the Death of 


thoſe who gave it to them. F. IX. 
Though our late Fathers had intended the Gn 


= 


1 2 thoſe Biſhops 4 Power, not to 1 exer- 

5 7 the Death of the laſt Surviver of thoſe 
who gave it, had been, in it ſelf, invalid. F. XI. 5 
An Exbortation 10 our late Brethren. F. XII. 
Jhe Caſe of tbe Joannites nat hing to the Satisfaction 5 


ciſed 7 


demanded by our Adverſaries. F. XIII. 


; : Even real Hereſy in the Biſhops will nk excuſe - ; 
Eccleſiaſtical Subjects, 6 they withdraw their 


r from their = 5 before TP 


nuance of the Schiſm : Ter they could not effet 
it without ſubſtituting Succeſſors in ſome of their 
9. 3 which might have Oe lurvived them, 


> 


9 


The Gontents 
Be deprived by à judicial Sentence of the Epiſco-— 
Apab College. . MV. 544 
Such a Separation of Subjects from, even ſuch, Bi- 
ſhops, may juſtly make Subjects fear a Ratification 
in Heaven, which may exclude them from coming 
- hither. WIY< ĩð ͤ „ 
None but Superiors were alloued the Power . | 
Ex communication, even in the Caſe of Hereſy, | 
eden in the time of the Apoſtles. F. XVII. 
Nor in the next Age, of Ignatius. F. XVII. | = 
In the time of the Apoſtles, no private Evidence _ 
could countervail the Authority f the Apoſtles; 
. whilſt they were acknowledged to agree with 
_ themſelves, and each other, concerning matters 
of Faith e 
' After the Apoſtles, Tradition was the ſtrongeſt Ar- 
gument ?o prove any Doctrine to be of Faith, of 
which Tradition the Biſhops were the moſt Au- 
.thentick Witneſſes. Stronger than any private 
3 Evidence producible to the contrary. F. XIX. 
|| No Difference in Opinion allowed to Subjects from 
| . their Biſhops till Biſhops differed among 3 
| ſelves. And then they were only to judge for 
| ag SO not for the Eccleſiaſtical Body. 
| 2 but Biſhops can, by the Conflitution of tbe 
FD OY Goſpel, pretend to The Power of Communion r 
; Excommunication. Mof? certainly Eccleſiaſtical * 
Subjects cannot pretend to it. F. XI. 5 
Til Heretical Biſhops be deprived by Biſhops, Ec- 
dleſiaſtical Subjects have no more lawful Power. 
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10 rid rhe Church of ſuch Hereticil Biſhops, than 
| Temporal Subjects bave to rid. tþe State 'of 105 
| Managing Temporal Princes. F. XXH. 
Ecclefiaſtical Subjects cannot indeed retend zo f ſo. 
much Power over Biſhops 4 15 mbers of the 
State may (where they * ſuppoſed | really. tree 
: 2 Subjection) over their Temporal Princes. 
n that Caſe, they may really giue the Princely 
Power, but can, in no Caſe, ive that Power 
tbat is Epiſcopal. F. XXII. 
Teal For the Faith will not excuſe che Violation e of 
Eocleſiaſtical Canons in private Perſons, F.XXI 
k would be deſtrattive cf Government, and an 
. Etxcouragement to Schiſm, 7 Subjects might 
be allowed, even in Defence of à good Cauſe, 
to act beyond the Powers Warr conferreu upon : 
5 them. $. r 5 
True Faith is not ficient for Salvation, withour 
tbe true Communion. F. XX VI. : 
Our Adverſaries violate. more Kardamenial- . 
- rines of Faith by their Separation, Than 1 
can pretend to . by it. . XVI. 
Tpbde A& of tbe Biſhops in the Houſe of Lords 
"4 Em burning the Oxford Decree,. was not ſuffi- | 
tent for introducing 4 new Article „ Faith, 
er a new Term of Communion. F. XXVIII. 
yt "We Biſhops changing from their Old Doctrine, 
_ bofe their Authority, though they. ſoould make 4 
Ho F. XX 
ET ng the. es Ha Wola does nat. 


The Contents. 


F aith, or any new Term of Commnunion. , 
F. XXX. 


They who join in the Offenſiv ve Pra ers, are, in our 


pinion, guilty of a ſinful Fa „ but not of an 
| Heretical Doctrine. . XX XI. | > 


I did formerly, as I do now, own that. Hereſy 


_ deſerved Excommunication. Bur I did not own _ 
that the Excommunication might be inflited. 

by Eccleſiaſtical - Subjects, even in a Caſe that 
did truly deſerve it. F. XXXII. 

The Greek Synod under Photius, commonly. called 5 

A. B. when it allowed a Separation from a Biſhop, * 
not yet, > gn condemned, even to Eccleſia- 
ſtical Subjects, wwhen the Biſhop profeſſed bis He- 


Bhs reſy als : yet did not allow it in the Caſe 


of ſuch Herefies, as bad not been before condem- 


gzaoed, and thar ſynodically, though che Synod 


| bad mads no alan Application to the Per- 
ſon of the Biſhop, who did nat broach, but re- 

vive, the Hereſy. However that Caſe ii is nö 
"POT with « ours now. $. XIII. | 
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prevailed with us, for even ſuch a Temporary Comply- 


ded. When we could not enjoy both Communions, 


def rable, but only as a Iſs Evil of the wo. Con- 
= Hiderations of Intereſt i of leſs Noble Societies incon- 2 


* was not without very 0 
great regret, that we were 4 3 | 
ever. obliged, though but nion, ſince the De- | 


*. ceaſe of my Lord of 
for a time, to for hear the wich is ſurprizing 


: Communion of the greateſt part of on new. invented Prin= = 
the National Church in which we end of dread- » 
ful Conſequences | | 
were Born and Bred, and into Me 
which we were Baptized at our Initiation into our 
Chriſtian Religion. Nor could any thing have 


ance hut the inconſþ fency of qur Communien _ with 
our immediate Mother with higher, Conſiderations, 
and big her Duties reſulting. = thoſe Conſidera⸗ 
tions. I mean thoſe which regarded our Duty to 
the Catholick Church, the Mother of us all, or (which 
amounts to the fame purpoſe). thoſe Principles on 
which Catbolick Communion is Fundamentally groun- 


we did not chuſe, but bore with our deptivation of , 
our National Communion, not as a thing any* way 


Hllent Tx our Duty to our SprricualSuperiofsought 
not, in reaſan, to have been admitted as 17 1 , 
for this Purpoſe. And there is no other. Soctery, | 
what. kind. Joever, that can e to, rival, . 
* ey: 8 "I "ON. 


” countervail the loſs of our Sou 
by our not being actual Members of the Spiritual 
Society. And we preſumed that our late Brethren 
had agreed with us in thoſe Principles, and would 
have been as glad as we were, in lay ing hold on the 


2 The Caſe in View, 
Spiritual Society. No Benefits procurable by the 
Favour or Privileges of any other Society can 

, which are hazarded 


they ha 


— 


oy fully 
Y have feared or gelie- 
7 91 


2 9 
* 
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bnd on the 
Eg. eaſy 
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nl They, who, by long continuance, in ee 
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Nou in Fa. 


en Term which Providence has offered to them, 


attd making that good »ſe of this Providerice which 
God intended that they ſhouid do, and which, in J. 


Gratitude, might have been expected from ſo en- 


dearing a Providence ;, that, on the contrary, they 


are ſtxi ving their excellent Vite to find new pre- H 


tences, every Day, for continiting the new Sc hiſin, 
as conſcious that the only juſtißablè Reaſon has indeed 
failed them, and yet unwilling to reunite with their 
old! Friends and Fellow Communicants. Indeed ſo 


nie 8 are. deſtitute of any Precedents in 
| the'Primitive Ca 


Prin ,arbolick Church (whoſe whole Diſ- 
tplinz had been Fundamentally ſubverted by a State 


of Segregation as juſtifyed by Principles) and much 


more deſtitute of 21 approved Precedent in our re- 
2 


 formed- Epiſcopal Churches in theſe Kingdoms, Ver 2 


their #9velty is the leaſt Prejudice againſt. them. 
Their miſchievous Conſequences are much more for- 
midable. They do not only tend to make our re- 
union with our dear Brethren deſperate, but to tlie 
raiſing innumerable Schiſins for the fiature, if theſe 
Praclites muſt paſs for Precedents, and their neu- 
Principles be tranſmitted, without Cenſure, to Po- 
eri. And the event of theſe Diviſiont, if con- 
_ tinued, will moſt probably end in Atheiſmor Popery. 


have been inmed to defend the no neceffity-of the 


Ordinances which cannot be enjoyed in that State, 


muſt, in proceſs of Time, be inclined to an indif- 
Ferenty for thoſe 'Ordinances,: and the Officers too, 


"Without whom thoſe Ordinances cannot be validly - 
C 


| 52 A NG 
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adminiſtred. And indiſferency for any ./ 6 nele Com 
| *munion-does naturally end in an indifferency for all. 

F 2e/4And that will as nathrally end in the Se&s.or Scep- = 
tiriſn. And they who ſtill retain their ola Opinions 
concerning the neceſſiy of Epiſcopacy for valid Su- 

by -craments, will, as naturally be enelined to Popery as | 

tze only Epiſcopal Church they can ind here, when | 
; they are poſſeſſed With Prejudice againſt the Churcb | 
in which they were Baptixed and Educated. Theſe = 
are Conſiderat ions which may, methinks,: ſtill be 
dent available with them who will Act \laudently an 
Irdately, and who ſtilli retain any. filia Affeckion ſor 
their Macher, or Fraternal ſor their old Brethren. 

Efpecially when they ſnall withal conſider that 7ve 
Milk agree with them in all the; Principles concerned = 
in our modern Diſputes, and differ from them only 8 
in what relates to their breach of Conimunion. But 
we Act more conſiſtently in our Duties of both kinds, 

to our Temporal \ as well as our Spiritual Superiors. 

We pay our due deference to our Spiritual Superiore 
in cin their Body, as we ought to do, and in 

Wi owning their Rigbt to conclude; the whole Bach in 
d tawing up Forms of Publick Addreſſes and'Thankj- 
1 _ givIngs in the Nome of the whole Bogy, though con- 

Trorp to the Sen timents of many particular Members, 
and we en this Right in a mortiſing AG (though 
till no more than our Duty): i being preſent at 

fuck Oles as are ſo contrary; to our on private 

-Sentunents that we cannot 4 ant or ſay Amen to 
tem Tet ſtill confffenth with our Secular 
Vu in not ſignifying our Aſent when we cannot 
ne * . What can 
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in Wl this if they will be pleaſed to Judg Impartially > 
And what can they think juſtly cenſurable in them 
ſelves if they ſhould do no more than what they 
cannot blame in us? And why ſhould they think 
that more would be expected froni them as a Con- 
dition of their Reunion than what they find Lrpe- 
Hed, and accepted from us, who are already reuni- 
1e? Or how can they exenſe themſelves from re. 


| uniting on Terms ſo eaſy and conſiſtent with all our 


lu Opinions, whilſt they were W to continus 
in the dame Body with u OOO! 
But, to dem more cloſel n 


our J e wo} The Cafe in 
principal Diſpute, I mu * | View, — ſos 


. treat Na to beg with that Free- n Aitars in thi 


dom of Expoſtulation which hal! fine eee 


de fut in a Cauſe of ſo great 19" * come 


Vapor tance : : Intending however 1 18 2 


not to uſe it but with that due Deference” which 1 


always thought my felf obliged to pay to thein, 
from whom I am fo unwillingly ee to differ on 
this fad Oceaſion. And T hope they will not take 
it for any aſſuming, if I refer them as Occafion nal! 


ſerve,” to the Books already publiſhed by me on a 
Proſpeti of this Caſe.” They are the onh ones that [ 
8 of, that have treated on the Subject profeſ. 
ſediy. Nor have — ever been anſwered” that 1 


"know-off © However will there find the Rea 


_ foni'thatatisfied me; and which they will be obli- - 


ged to anſwer, if they would perſwademe to be o 
their Opinion. Nor will they find any thing that 
is properly mine, beſides the Weakneſs of the Ma. 
gement, wien ought notto prejudge them againſt 
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15 The Caſe in Fiem, 
the Cauſe it ſelf, where the Cauſe, is capable of a 
ftronger and more conrluſive. Defence, by a better 
Management of the fame Reaſons: What can they 
therefore pretend for proving that the Caſe, then 
only in view, is not-atually come to pats. by the 
Death of my Lord of Norwich, .who-ftill infiſted; 4 
£41 his Claim, and the Surrendry of the late Biſho = 
Bath and Wells, the laſt e of the inva 22 
deprived Biſhops; who, for this long time has not in- 
ſiſted on his Right, and ſince his Holy Brother's 
Deceaſe, has owned, and. ratify A, and notifed that 
ſame Surrendry ? Or how can they tell theix eaſy 
Praſelytet that the Cafe is, fill. the ſame as. it was 
before?” Will they therefore ſay; that whilſt his 
Leckbio of Norwich (who, has now received the 
Reward of his Cynſtang) was with us, there were 
not t Claimers of the ſame! Aber; whereof the 
giſpoſſeſſed had the better ** 2 Or can they nom, 
fince bis Death, ſhew an in Englund that 
can pretend to the like bee 40 of Claimers 2. If 
they cannot do ſo 97, how Fan they! ſtill pretend 
any Altar, againſt any more rightfully poſſeſſed Atar 
in Sage that may give the ſeat Umbrage, for a 
f Scbifm - ſtill continusd in the Chnrch' of 


Vet, without proving this, it is impoſlible for them 


| truly to ay that the Caſe. of ,Sebiſm in Englam is 
the lame as formerly 3 or that there is the ſame 


5 Keaſon ſtill for ga ſeparate PRE From 


© therefore is the very Caſe, which was then only 


6 2 ”, 3 17 9 — 
8 F * 
* £$®) 
1 1 
* 
» $4 * 


the Publick, as When we were with them. 
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of a Proteſtant Biſhop in Poland. * 24 Called. 80 


Lett. relating to the 


Aud he is pleaſed withal to inti- Church of England 


mate that any Biſhop between us ind e 148. 
andthe Indies, would be ſufficient. 


though our Church had no true Mifſion, nor con 


ſequently true Miniſters nay. denyeth an Article ? 


of the Chriſtian Faith He thinks, that we.qught 
to content our ſelves in that Ale, with the: olitary 
State of Segregation, and the want of Publick 


ſuch Biſbops. Thus he thinks to ec¹οꝰ theix Caſe, 


thqugh the Separation had been from the Whole 


Exiſcopal College, p.184. But I. doubt he Will not 
findlit ſo eaſy a Matter to do ſo, as he conceives. 


Yet, to make his Work as ea and ſhort as I .. 
Iwill not urge him with . the Impoſſubility of dil. 


charging Epiſcopal Offices at ſuch a A 24 wal 
ſuppoſe them here in England. I will further fups 
* poſe; them to. have Liberty from the Secular I 


8 to 0291, their Epiſcopal, aa a oy) and 1 | 
der h elg Suppolſals put a will 1185 | . 
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t9194874/2 it freely among as many AS.wayk 


asrmuch Bower as . could Him. nl 
bad oben Qrigigally; > Englio Hiſbepe, 
keesined- their, Hhi/copgl Orders: in our 0 


hk 


lent na an my old Rag ö 


for their purpoſe of clearing themſelves f from: the 
Charge of Schiſmin their preſent Se War SOR: Nay, 


Mini: 
ſterial Worſbip, rather than join in Cummunion with 


Wouldzexcuſe them ftom the Guilt of Hs be 


4 kad e 4 „in g 


Nini 8 B 4- | Encou- 


1E 


9 


ke Bien e teln 1515 Would Orimer of to 
exerciſe It.” Their Catholick Orders would only! 
- empower them to exerciſe their Aunbority in Va- 
Eaneies in any part of the World,” here they might 
2 it without Injury to their Colleges, of the fame! 
Order: with themſelves: © And there are now ng 
uch Varenb ies in Eng land; no Altur here, to which 
the int unbent Boffe or” cannot lay a juſter Claim 
. they can. Their new Altur, therefore "muſt 
needs be in oppoſprion to the Cambnicab Altars\ 'of the 
22 invaded by them if they” be erecked in 4. 
already” poſted witliout the Ordinary's 
therefore muſt be Sebiſmarical on the 
very ſame account on hich we lately je wit 
Sur preſent Advberſatier in ep arating. from che! ub. 
hob Charches as Schaf 
„eb e Gs Nöte let 9 ur Advenſai es think 
| 3. Tho rler that theſe GUN Mori. Tuer 
F eb,” Caſe, if it had fallen ot ia ns 
7 their on pureſt "Primitive Church; 2 
Rules of Diſeiplins Were piliGuals 
* ry 8 ae by The 3 obſerved; would have Adepri- ; 
E 3 5. that ved -all that had been concerned 
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* * 7 4 7 * 74 „ 1 x 
aer 
ne „ c. 2 4 (Ep 
Bl 55 i — f 


birdy the fureſt Criteria of what dne + Diteeſs 
w:s derived from the le wer ae G 
_ eſſentially requiſite to quali Men 2975, leave. CIR,” 
for Catholick Communion, The Ordinary. on whom 


— 


the invaſion had been male, cannot be dome of 


thit Kk h S Auerſary He. me. Di- ; L 
from which he is persad. to have ſeparated him 
felf, and to which he knew his on Litle to Be mm. 
. deinbted.* Nor could! he have owned them for his 
auti fu Subjecle who had aberted the Sæparatiamm 
This muſt; in the conſeguence, have ſeharatꝰd both. 
he der and his Ahettoræ from aluthe *Commu= 
nion of the Morld as ſoon as the Cut ha BH ad 
been ſarirfted of the better Title, either by Legaten 
of their on, or by Encyclical Epiſtles. of the Hh 
vinbiul Church which was more nearly . concerned. 
and has the beſt Means of Infunmation in a Matter 
tranſacted among\rbewſelves. From that time for- 
ward they would not receive any of that Dioteſs. . 
t their own Communipn,. but thòſe only: Who ud 
roduce the Communicutory Letters of that artig. 


Biſdop for whom the Caſe had been edi... ” 


The Indader would not have been an longer owe 
ned as Biſoop of that Dioceſe nor any Communi A 


wp] 

could cherefore any. Recommendutary Lattert be 
owned as from him for any Comtmunicants 'of that 
Dioceſe uken they Had condemned, tis Ticia to\ ths. 
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10 The Caſe in Viem, 
erecting that Altar would have been judged profanus, 
and Fforis, and alienus, out of the Communion of the 
| Fa. And all that had 
en reckoned out of true C. 
munion as well as he, on that very account of their 
owning » themſelves of his. Conmmunton, . by. cammuni- 
cating with him who had been bimſ-1f judged to be 

our of Catbolick Communion. Thus no Cammuni- 

| cant of that Dioceſe could be received to the Cam- 
amnion of- any Church in the Werld/by the Commuuni- 
| Ma fromthe Schiſmatich, Nor could the 

| EX Biſbap of the ſame Diacaſe grant chm bis 
5 Oommunicatory Letters ſo long as they continued 
'  'anpenitent in the ſame ;Srhifmdiieet, Communion. - 
Thus both che Suh atical Biſbopahd his Adhetente, 
bad been acf ui deprived of the Communiongl all 
- - ofhe#'Churchernim the Morld, ſu Olin . 
 eonfonamily to he: Rules af Diſeiphne, cen reel: 
Fed. a8 abſolutely neceffar dor che Freſer vation of 
MO Diſcipline andi*Catbdbck Comimunions ;Andigtheir 
| aig agreeahly'to-thoſe Rules is that whixhwould x 
Have given ſuch Jade a Rightito;palb for Pracedencs, 
| | Ard ſasftrift they (wrere then in obſerving. \thole O 
Nuß that if —— Cathalirt Bio hadegrννẽ, 
| groſzd1hein, he cduld not thereby gixe rab 
lat ical Biſbop a Rigbe to Cut holiai Cummuunu, hut 

| ” Had loft 8 His Cet ofethecfams 
ue, . hay oor aker FB 
eff theit Commerce uf Gommutticatory; Lettar gf 
2 and arne him, their Cmmunian alſaas Well 
Aste the + princifaSebiſe a * anthe 
. Sehiſn. 


Now in Fal. 11 
ü Sebiſnl. So it appeared in the Caſa! of Mertian 
I of Arles, who was excommunicated atid deprined bỹ˖7 Wl 
| his on Catholick, Collegues for: owning the Com, 
| munion' of Novation againſt - "the: better 3 wo 
Cornelius. "SEES! n a 45 £337 6 ati 
But our Adverſaries might hi ant i 
this Segregation from the h ̃ nf . 4 . el 1 
: Epiſcopal Colled, ge on Fartb, much expotE Þ. ae | 4 
more tolerable on they could, in e any of then, At 


6 ea wen, Sha 
the mean time, ſecure their Correfs." n 09 aol 


pondence) with the Archerypal Church, and the: RA. 
tification of their Au in Heuuen. They might 
| indeed do ſo, if they wWauld have any ſolid Ground cowl 
for this Drofumgrlooy But even this Commiiniosn | 
muſt alſo fail them ini the Caſe:fippoſed; if they 
will aller the Reaſoninge and Principles of this 
ſame Pure and Primitive Catholict Oburah. They 
can leſs expect a  Ratifieation from Chriſt and this 
Celeſtial. Church than from his fallihle Vicegerimts, | 

_ and the eſt pure Members of his Chf eh on Earn 
Nothing will be there admitted fs n Pleg forthit 
 Ratification, but the: juſt. Aut boriiy for tranſaſting 
in Cbrit Name, between Chriſk and the particudar 
Churri here the Tranſatlion is performed, derived 
from Chriſt himſelfl No Mag cat pretend tu bs 
blige gur Lord to „ but 
_"byapt n bur L Or Himel; | — p 

a Ratz ieation Nur aun any — — 
uch N but he who haz received! it imthe 
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1 The Cie in Ver, 


BP ceſſary in all Ages, to future Ages. e this 


Succefſion of Tranſactors in Chriſt's Name is to be 
kept up the fame way as all Succeſſions of the ſame 


* Nature are; by the Rules and Powers for the time 


which are empowered to conſtirute Sutceſſorr 
the like Authority of tranſacting in Chriſt's 


1 N the particular Bodies over which tie 


JF are 18 Peeſade. None therefore ean pretend to this 


| Power itt occypyed Juriſdictions, but they who are 


| depured to tranſatÞ in Fairly; vacant Oburthes, by 
1 Synodical Authority x with the Chnſent of the Churches 
chemſelves. This is St. ' Cyprian's: Reaſoning” upon 
= the Catbolick” Principles of his Happy Age. This 
is the Door by which they ought to enter, who 
VWould ese, that he who has the Xeys' of the 
final Church ſnould open to them, and ait them 
1 — an aftual:Poſeſfron' of this Authority which none 
| cat give but be, of loc king Heaben and opening 
1 Hell for. the Prniſbment of the 'Refradtory., 35 Who- 
| ever” comes in otherwiſe; our Saviour\repreſerits | 
1 dare Caſe in ſuch bard Words, as can gwe them 
no Encouragement" to expett/any Ratiſſcation froiͤn 


| 4 | bis 14 Rather, on the contrary, AS liable to thoſe 
ſevereſt Puniſbmenti to which ſuch Delinquents'are 


5 adjudged, by” the _— of all Societies, as) ufurp 
the Supreme. Auth And what eould ſuch B 
| foop 5 toen 


briry. 
2 | uſe themſelves from 5 Charge of 
3 Uo ion if they were in England, and ud 
1 0. and n e the ORE 
the Communion of their ſeveral Die- 


ee 3 in Fat,” nn 


cient to cut them off from any Bretence;: of 'obli+ 
ging Chriſt to ratifie any Ads of theirs in Heaven, 
whilſt they act in open Oppoſition to all his Cans- 
nical Repreſentatives, on Earth, who are they alone 

who can truly pretend to ſuch Power derived. Tons. 
Vim as may ob him; to ſuch a Laue Fart. 
But that Which is yet more 


+ ee 1 is, that this want off CE The Subjedts * 


ſuch bing B 
Authority in ſuch Biſbap 4 will, Boge Sen 1 


by inevitable ee deprive . e for 
their Commumn« ants... of. all the ee, ie; 


without which the External n will not 
be valuable. Their Baptiſius cannot be available 
for Næmilſion of Sins. St. Cyprian reaſons from as” 
| African, Greed, as it was worded in his times, that 
Remiſjion of ay muſt. be per ſanctam Rehe, 
And St. Auguſtin, and his Followers, how ons" 
ſoever they differ from that. holy Atartyr, in ax 
lowing the V. alidiiy. of Baptiſm out of the oe 
vet granted that ſuch Baptiſin could not intitle to 
Remiſſion of Sins. Nor can they pretend to anx 
other Means of Expiation, ho are out of that pri- 


"viledged Society to which God: has; revealed, and 


confined, the Means himſelf has been pleaſod m 
aſboint for. the Atenement, of actual, 25 well as 
Ori inal, Sin. Nor can the Words of our Bleſſed 


15 TY Wphoſoever Sins yr remit ſhall be remitted, —— 3 1 
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1 The! Cie in View, 


to thoſe who ſhould afterwards, hae the ſame 


Power conveyed to them, by Canonical Succeſſion, 
Which was at Brſt lodged in the Perſons of the 
IApyſtleos themſelves. This they can have no pre- 
tence to, who divide themſelves from the Ca- 
nonical Succeſſors. They can plead no Divine 


Promiſes on God's Part of the Covenant, who can- 


Hot plead the Covenant it ſelf which can alone in- 

titl⸗ them to thoſe: Promiſel. Nor can they any 
more plead the Equity than the Letter of the ſame 
Covenant, whilſt the voluntarily divide themſelves 
from the Body wich which the Covenant - Was made. 
_ : ſuppoſinz"C what is yet impoſſible to be ſuppo- 
fed; 2ſt with the Revelations of the 60% pel) 
that” they could eſcape Pumſoment in their fodaers 
State; yet the 9 not expect the Supernatural 
Netenbde of th ſpel in Heaven, by the moſt 
exquiſite Lives,” le they ſhovild exceed not on- 


Ay the Ri gbteotiſneſs 'of the Phariſees, but that of 


the moſt "celebrated Heathent being like then), 
aliens from the Commonwealth of the trus M iſtieal 


Tfrael and Strangers froni the Covenants of. Pro- 
wife, baving ns Hope, and without God in the. 


l Eph vn. 18. But yn ich leſs —— 
Hility can the tend to conv! the [4 
vit Ao "Ae ny of the Hyly of 2 2 
5 Bond of this Myſtical Union with 4% by which 
Je become one Spirit with Chrit, as. w. are in 
"Buptifen made vne Body witli li bei 5805 
is ef Obrift; and Chriſt dn m, übe Hop 
0 4 ord and are indeed without” Hope who want 


it. 


nch is che 


e 


18 
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rr 
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thoſe exceeding great and precious Promiſes by which 
| we are made Partakers of this Divine Nature; th 


of every Indimiduul of the nere Peculium, becau 
= Fo gf gry of the new Peculium was to re- 
Leiv 


nate then _ the Holier Commonwealth- of the 
Ny hg 1 of Sinifhification;, particularly of that 


the Priphatick 'Spiri it, wherein none had it as - 


t. N who want. N e of 2 can 5 
none of bis, They can expect no Performance of 


want the earneſt and firſt Fruits of the Spirit, the 
Antepaſt of the Heavenh Gifts, which are the 
Tort Covenanting Symbols fot conveying a'\Title 
to the Remainder of that Glory, part of which they 
had been put in actual Pofſoſon of, if they had 
received the Bleſſed Spirit. They are without Gol 
in the World, as not ſharing in the Emmanuel, the - 
God within us, adminiſtring the Kingdom of God i 

within us, not being made Temples of 5 Holy Ghoſt, 
the Hol Union Which is to teach and inſtruct all 
thoſe, hs can pretend to any good claim to the 

being taugbt of God, which 18 peat. by -the 
Propheſies of the Ola Teſtament, as the 


this Bapriſm of the Spirit as well that of Wa- 2s 
ter, upon his compleat Initiation into the nem Pr- 
culium. And this muſt alſo, in. Conſequence, alie- 
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NMyſticæl 2 depriving them of the Spirit as 


Hig her e of: Sanctification, wherein the ne 
Perulitem excells the Old, whetdin Moſes himſelf 
confeſſes that all God's" People « were not: endued with 


Gold inbabiting a- Temple; and a8 4 Divine Nature, 
= wherein here "Was nolan dinu means iſtieu- 


7 ted 


r 
: dogs ord was FM And 85 Pauf n as I 


b 5 


„ bor: "Theſe Thi ings 5 bing | Sy 
1 i fem foppoſed, which I have alſo elle. 


PE. urs 1 1 Br it is palſible for our Adverſaries 

* Boi); por to — any tolerable Rational 

2 of the igt, Account of the Safety of their 

£7.67 Wes. to che : Propoſed State of Segregation, 

ieee © whilſt they are ſo unhapp Py. a8 to 
r 


continue in it. Aki be a. Segregation under Preſiy- 
lege, how can they avoid the charge of Schiſm; 


s HE: Sefaries for this very ſame Caſe ?. How ca 
ey challenge to themſelves. the Name of a Churck 


divide. themſelves 


: Condition, whillt they willingly, 
by their Ai, 


tom the whole Eviſoepal College, 


dinaris of the Niacaſes wherein: they live, al- 


W n al — 1 


. Fn his: bent of V Pairbs ned n ”: 
4 8 Neb _—_ Goſpel, as a oppoſed to a Did 


2 Er Prifbytert will where proved; 1 know: not how. 


dert only in oppoſition to the whole Epiſcapal Gl 


Which themſelves, as 7 Wel as we, have laid againſt 
by the Principles of Jenatiur.and St.(Hprian, in this 


8 Ss , 
E themſelves from the Communion of, the reſpectiue 
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; 5 755 and candnically, poſſeſſed by thoſe from 


. 
mY 
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iin, nor reconciling Penitents, by the Do&rine' of 


maunion of the Holy Ghoſt who have no Right togive | 
the Holy Ghoſt, either lodged in themſelves by vir> 
tue of their Office of Presbytery, or by Delegation 
from any Flac. who, by the Doctrine of thoſe ears 


| 
1 
Hay Ghoſt ? How could Wy pretend to any Right | | | 
. | 


as coming under the common appellation of Inv 
ble Biſbops, and Heads and Principles of nie lod- 
5. 


the Archetypal Biſhops, and Heads, and Principler of 

been tranſacted, in their Name, 1 8 7 75 Authorized. 

«1 „ (who, as ſucb, h 
l 


| Head and Principle of Unity, or of God the Father | 
as in the ſame way the Head of Chrift, in ſuch |} 
EE — . 2 4 5 . » 5 5:2 . 2 | HO bz 
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pretend to even the Name 6f a Communion, who, 
by the Rules of the Primitive Catholicł Church, had 
no Right to give or to receive the Communicatory 
Letters by which that Catholick Communion was 
antiently . maintain'd? who had not the Right to 
perform any Eccleſiaſtical Office, not even of Bap- 


— 


Ignatius and Tertullian, and of theè Catholic ł Churth. 4: 
in thoſe æarlyeſt Ages, without the Conſent of their {| 
own Ordinary? How can they pretend to any Com- 


+ 


lyeft Ages, had alone received the Power to give the 


to lay any obligation on God the Father or the Son, 


ged in /ingle Perſons, who have no ſingle ' Perſons | 
under the ſame Appellation upon Earth that ma 1 
be taken for their Legal Repreſentatives, and may _ 
on that account, have a Legal Power derived from 


Unity to oblige them to ratify in Heaven what has 


as the ſame Ap-/ 


— — _ 


pellationt) on Earth? They cannot pretend ſuen 
Limitation of Chriſt as the e "Biſhop and 
Jo the Fücher 


— . 4 « 
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„ e | 5 
a Way as is any way y inch ot FA the Aber | 


Monarchy, of the Father 1425 the Son, ot which 


may emporeer the Church, either "Militant q or Trium- | 


phant,, to oblige pair Myſtical Heads without their 
expreſs Conſent. No or. is it therefore" teaſo- 
5 to believe tat any Body not bended' 7 


Fuge Perſon. as, they are, can erty "oblige 


+ thoſe ee eee Meade, he by "the "He 


| joey 5 1055 Who is ß e 
| as d. Cle Perſon,-to anal le Ar- 
ns iS: who, 5 they Are 0 of the 


170 erypal Hen 
stic 1 0 are ne le Parſons allo. | this" way 


gf Symbolical Covenaniing Reaſe 1775 , nothing but 
IF 1655 which EIT ents ge gh ife e repreſented. 
Puta the, Bo Vof the e Gypal urch can only re- 
1 055 Wes e., DQay. not the aa, of that which is 
ck vetypal 45 b t can no more ob Jig e it, as. conſide- 


5 nr. Areberypal Head. owever 
ER 85 Principles, chat” ſuch'a 
ot vahdly Act in any exe 


8 can 9 the ect 5 1 e 


by, 7 
exbytery. can 


Power 


at, could. 9 be performed by Penh Mars 

4 3 the .vacar S of Epiſco 1 Seer, of. which n 
en . rianic. Ut, tor my purpo e 

m ſhort ſi ſu 11 1. Tha 2 they could not OrYain, 
gp Por that their Power muſt expire. "with 
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in the s Ys and therefore muſt want the Myſti. 
Sad Un: mon of che Py which, Is * wh ths 
| | 5 Being 


*.- A 


k ſeparately from its own. "How - th e ; 


[T's - cu 


Salt r ate 


Fil 1$ proper tothe Office of Feiſt apacy er i 


ration: 2. That they could” r 
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Las well as we, have charged on n,, 
tlie Seclarian Conpontichec ts The rather ſo, becauſe 


. ded ona rightly deſigned Zeal for aſſerting the Rights 


ſince Condemned, as Porn preg in the Donatiſts. 
- "cauſe their Sentiments, concerning 


Con formiſti againſt! our common Mother 


BY 295 "Oy their Aſc 
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Being of a church, as the Word Church ſignifies a 
privileged Baay ʒ and zdly, that, in Schiſm, their 
Fs, properly belonging to them as Preſytere, muſt 


alfo be invalid, as the Commiſſion of a Rebel Officer, 


though granted by the Lamful Prince, expires with | 
his Rebellion. Bechuſe there is no reaſon why the 


Boay of the Church ſhould be obliged to orem any as 


a Member of her Communion by the Act of him 88 5 | 
is himſelf no longer a Member of it. | 


doubt not but that our late „ Sceregation - 


dear Brethren who are for conti- det Preſbyters onh h, 4 


nuing the Separation, will be very 8 iel ch them, 


-unwilling to lye under the ſame who are Guilty of it, 
Imputation of Scbiſm, which they, 19 4cquieſce under a 


—— — 


— = „** ah 


the per pr whilſt it was juſtißable, was groun- 


— 


; 


of Epiſcopacy againſt Lay-Depriuntionsg. But I know 
her Bow they can defend themſelves if they will 
fill gerſiſt in a State of Segregation. The Plea of 
"Perſonal Faults, even in the 2 ps has been long 


Aud ſeparating for Prayers impoſed oe theta who _' 
have a Rigbt of impoſing Publick Office „ only be- 
uch Offices. Be 
different from the Sentiment of their Superiore, is 
of the ſamè kind with what is pleaded þ * the Wok. 
the Church 
of England. Their Preſence at ſuch Offices does 
ent to thoſe Offices, oonſi- A 2 
5 dering we 


20 The Caſe in View, 
dering that they have not the Right of impoſing: Offi- 
ces, as the preſence of the Non-conformiſts, when 


te Croſs is uſed in Baptiſm, would ſignify their 


Approbation of the Croſs on that Occaſion, who 
have no Right to preſcribe to them who are concer- 
ned in the Adminiſtration of that Sacrament, as to 
the manner how it is to be Adminiſtred, However 
their continuing long in a State of Segregation under 
Preſtyters, without -Biſbops, muſt | oblige them, in 
their own Defence, to enlarge the Rights. of Preſ- 

; "16m and to depreſs thoſe of the Biſbops, at leaſt, 


ſeo far as to make thoſe Offices. unneceſſary which 


they are forced to want whilſt they have no Bi- 
 Jops. + And who ſees not how naturally this will 
diſpoſe them to reſt contented: under Preſbyterian 
. Government, when they have been for a while in- 
ured to it, and withal inured to the want of thoſe 


Offices. which are performable by none but Biſhops, 


without any Solicitude or Concernment for the want 
of them. This is likely to be ſooner the æuent, by 
- bow. much the ſooner they grow weſperate of guer 

| retrieving, ſuch an Epiſcopacy as they-with for. Nor 
is this likely to be long, conſidering the Opinions. of 
our preſent Adverſaries in Fauour of piſcapaqy. 
_ . They do not believe that their Preſoyters have any 
Right to Conſecrats and ſettle. an Epiſcopacy, over 
Thetnſelves, Nor do they, at preſent, believe that 
they have any Right to Adminiſter what is com- 


monly called Confirmation, but what is, indeed, 


/  , the Baptiſm of the Spirit as that has been, from the 


A 


4 
„* 
_ 


a 


beginning, diſtingviſved from that Baptiſm which 


Li 
Nothing therefore can be ſuppoſed that can hinder 
„ . C 3 „ them 


\! 
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is by Pater only. This will naturally prompt 
them, who ſhall be convinced of the neceſſity of this 
Inpoſition of Hands in order to the Conveyance of 
the Baptiſinal Spirit, which is it ſelf ſo neceſſary for 


the Union of the Spirits, I fay it will naturally put 
them upon Challenging this Epiſcopal Prerogative to 
Preſtyters alſo, that Preſbyters may not be thought 
only able to adminiſter: the Baptiſm: of Water 
deſtitute of the Spirit. And when they find that 


they cannot carry on there Separation, beyond their 
own Generation, without new Proſelytes ;, and that 


no Biſbops will ordain them any for ſuch a purpoſe: 
Neither other Biſbsps, who will not be concerned 
for them, but will however be concerned for pre- 
ſerving the Prerogatives of their own Epiſcopal Or- 
der; nor particularly zhoſe Biſbops, whom they have 
. diſowned and injured, by their Separation: This 
will be a new Temptation to proceed further, to 


encroach on the other Epiſcopal Prerogative, that of 


Ordination alſo. And when that alſo is challenged 
as a Right of Preſtyterœ½ where can then be the 
difference between them and our preſent Preſtyte- 

#:1ans2 Though the remainder of their old Principles 

ſhould incline them now to invent ſome Expedients, * 

it poſſible, for preventing a total Apeſtacy from Fi- 
copacy; yet they would do well to conſider that 


the next Generation will not be Educated, nor in- 


ured, to Principles ſo favourable to Epiſcepacy it ſelf, 
much lels to the neceſſity of it, having lived all their 


» 


1780 without any Scruple, in the negle& of it. 
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22 The Caſe in«View, 
them from Living, with as much Satisfaction of 
Mind, under the Preſbyterian Succeſſion, which they 
| ſhall thus find ſertled to their Hands; as our-pre- 
ſent Preſoyterians. This proſpe& may perhaps have 
ſome force with them who ſtill retain any of their 
former Zeal for the Cope Order, to ſtop the fur- 
ther Progreſs of their Schiſin in time, rather than. 
to 2 way acceſſary to the laying a new Foun- 
dation of a Presbyterian Schiſm ( conſiſting of ſuch 
as had been otherwiſe Epiſcopal ) from many furure 
Ons. cn eee 


| ES £ N e 3 5 
" 0 Koo Fo 7:1 0 Nor will it mend the matter, 
Jained "Biſhops. tho though they ſniould continue their 


coun! not Excule dye have already deſcribed. Nor 


rion from Schiſm, 20d am I unwilling to add to the Fa- 
te Conſequences now vour 1 have already allowed them. 
Let them have not ouly the A. 
lowance, but the Countenance; of the Government. 
Let them be poſſeſſed of the Revenues and all the 
Secular Advantages that are, by Lau, annexed to 
their Sacred Character. This will cur them of 
from any pretence of Reſtraint that can be laid upon 
them as to the Exerciſe of their Office as to this. 
Morld, excepting that which has been laid upon 
them by tlie Laws of Henry VIII. Yet, to exclude 
all pretenses whatſoever of this kind, let us ſuppoſe ' 
_ even thoſe Laws repealed and all their Primaive 
'  Liberties-reſtored/to them of which the Secular. 
' Government found them poſſeſſet'when Conſt antins 
| firſbreceived the Chrifian Religion, let us aal der 


- 
i 
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poſe them Mot: fiich Secular Governours a8 would, 
alſo, for the future, be more inclinable to enlarge 
than abridge their Liberties. Theſe Conceſſions. 
would enable them to make the beſt h of the Powen 
which they had received by their valid Conſecra. 
tiont, and would. eſfectually ſecure them from all 
Secular Diſturbances. But as to the Law of God 
an e (for. which alone we are nom con- 


the Caſe is {till the ſame as if the Secular 


Po 1 not concerned it ſelf in Favour of them. 
Such. valid Biſpops, by Exerciſing their Authority 
in Furiſdiftions already occupied, are Enemies to 


Chriſt himſelf, whilſt they Act Hoſtilities againſt 


thoſe who. are his Lawfiul Repræſentatives within 
thoſe; Hur 
in thoſe | Muriſdiffions muſt be Enemies to his Arche- 
typal. 


= 


they have diſunited themſelves from the bond of the 
Spirit. - Their covenanting for Heaven and for- 
giveneſs of Sint, and all things of that Nature, 


: te none but Chriſt can: perform for them, muſt _ 
be invalid and convey no Right at all whilſt. them- 3 
ſelves are Aliens. from the Covenant, and have left (ot 
the Right they had received at their Conſecration, © 


of tranſacting on Gods part of the Covenant. Theſe 


Reaſonings-our Adverſaries granted as well as we, 
ſo long as the Schiſmatical Conſecrations laſted. Yer, | 
| i cſs will hs dae e to conſider it, 
| C4 they I 


, 
5 4 * 


role ickions, and being Enemies to his Body 9 


in Heaven, and can expect no Ratifica- - 
tion of ſuch Acłt of Hoſtility i in Heaven. By break 
ing the Unity of the Spirit, they loſe the Spirit, 
and can no longer convey the Si to others when 


* _ 
EC OO ER CCC * 
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ae T e vw, 
they will find the Caſe, as now ſuppoſed; on the 
now mentioned Conceſſions, to be ſtill the ſame as 
it was then. Were the Conſecrated Perſons into 

Sees ſtill full, by reaſon of the Invalidity of the 


. 


Deprivation of their Canonical Predeceſſors, therefore 


go. Biſhops nor Members of the Catholick Church, 
. becauſe of their Invaſion of Sees already Canonically 
full, notwithſtanding that "Epiſcopal Power was 


given to thoſe Invaders, by thoſe who had con- 
feſſedly a Right to give Fpiſcopal Power, if the See 
had been capable of receiving a Second Bifbop be- 
fides the Rightfiul Poſſeſſors às to God and'Conſci- 


" ence £ And will not the Caſe be the fame if Biſhops 
validly Conſecrated, ſhall be W the like In- 
N ] 


vaſion on Sees full Legally as well as Canonical, 


by the Laws of the Land as well as the Law of 


God? How little Rig hr ſoever the Laws of the Land 
can add to that which has already a Divine Right 
in Conſcience,; yet certainly a Divine Right can loſe 
nothing of the Right it 85 al 
"Confeience, by its only having the farther acceſſary 
Confirmation of Human? | Laws. Were therefore 
All the reſt of the Biſhops (notwithſtanding that they 
alſo had received valid Epiſcopal Conſecrations) in- 
volved in the Schiſm,and the 10 Conſequences of it, 
by their any way countenancing the principal Schiſ- 
matical Intruders, either by Conſecrating them, or 
by Communicating with them? And can they be 
excuſed who, any way, give the like Countenance 


wy to oblige the 


A to Our Preſent Adverſarics, Did the Schiſm then 


Fa. expoſe all the Communicants of thoſe Biſhops who 


_ then 


Now in Fad. 25 
then communicated with the Sebiſmatital Intruders  \ 
in the Schiſm, and in the Conſequences of the Schiſmn 
now mentioned? And what Reaſon'can they invent 

why it ſhould not do ſo ffi]? The oniy Difference 
that [ know of, between our Caſe and the Caſe then, 
is that Yhen the Immediate Schiſm was confined to 
a ferw Dioceſes where the Ordinaries had been inva- if 
lidly deprived. To the reft it was only derived by | 
Contagion contracted by Communion with thoſe who 
communicated with the Immediate, Capital, Sc hiſ- 
matical Dioceſes. Whereas now our 'Adverſaries have e 
New oppoſite Altars in every Dioceſe, where they 
have any Adherents without any pretence to an 
Antecedent Right to thoſe Dioveſts babe the in- 
cumbent Poſſefſors. „„ 
Let, to let our late Brethren): ben Suppoſingthat - | 5 


ne that I am willing to allow che fofementioned 


Biſbops had all that 
their Cauſe all the Advantage, of Faber conferred: up- 


which I think it fairly capable, I on them, which our 
am content to go yet farther with ie invalialy 


4 
them from whom I am 1o unwil- | Fete ware 17166 


ling to part at laſt. Suppoſe we Ang in the name 


therefore that the forementioned f ti Cheb 8 
 Biſbops had their Original Powers dene — 
e all the Acceſſion of 531 N 177 5 
Power which all our ee Uo 4 ng f — 5 
lialy deprived Fathers could con- 3 e it ta 
c fer upon them. This, if it hac 
been done, and could have been done validly y by the 
Canons of the Church by which Biſhops are rar | 
even in the peat of * Power which unque- | 


ſional 5 5 


— 


22 
ſtionably belong to them; and, if it could have been 
7 proved by unconteſtable Foidences' of Perſons Who 
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had been preſent when this Delegation was made: 


This would have given the new Biſbops all the 
. Rights of which our then invalidly deprived 
Fathers were poſſeſſed, not ſeverally * but alſo 


joyntiy. That is, it would have given them, as the 


Caſe ſtood then, a Right to Exerciſe their Authority 


in all the diſtrict, of our National Church. It would 


Diaceſes where the deprived Biſhops had a better 
Right than the actual Incumbents. It would alſo con- 
ſequently. have given a Right to all the other Dio- 


celes, which had been made Vacancies only by 
Contagion, by the Communion of their reſpective 
Ordinaries with the principal Schiſmatics, as Sc biſ- 


matit Bilbops were, by the Antient Rules of Cat ho- 
liek 'Diſcipline', judged uncapable of filling | Sees, 


Thus they would have been poſſeſſed of all the 
Nigbrs of the-wbole Church of England, and among 
chem, of that alſo! whereby the National Church 
has a Right to perpetunte it ſelf to figure: Genera- 

| © Kit 18 


by ſubſtituting Sueceſſors into Seer Vacant by 
> Dearh-af the Incumbents, or by their Canonical 
Depriverivn.” All this, I grant, would have been 


. 8 luppoſing the National church had no 
i far 


"Biſhops beſides themſelves; or, ſuppoſing the 
EFazerciſe of the Power derived from our late Fathers 


vi uing Canonical Paſſzſfſor. But that, they very 
well Know, is none of our preſent Caſe, | There is 


el 


od. Qu of 


now 


now no Altar that Was any more than one who can 
fairly lay Claim to it. Not even the' Altars of our 
invalidly deprived Fathers themſelves. Even their 
Right to thoſe Altars is ext inguiſbed by their Deceafe. 
Nor can therefore the Claim to thoſe Altars be con- 
tinued by any pretence of a Right derived from them 
who could give no Right after their Death, which | 
extinguiſhed the Right they had before. There can 
therefore now be no prerence for a Schiſm when there 
are no Claimers of thoſe ſame Altars,befides thoſe who 
are Poſſeſſed of them, who are therefore righefuly 
poſſeſſed of them, becauſe they are alone poſſeſſed of 
them! without any Rivals who can plead a better 
Claim. And the Conragion of the Schiſm muſt ceaſe 
| in Courſe when the Schiſin it ſelf is diſcontinued,  ' 
| This will cut off all claimers from our deceaſed in- 
, I validly deprived Fathers from all pretence of Right | 
to the ober Dioceſes, beſides thoſe which were | 
. actually poſſeſſed by our late Fathers in their Perſont 
by a Canonical Inveſtiture, The Reaſon is plain, 
SZ becauſe the Contagion of Schiſin, which enabled their 
Lordſhips to Act in other Dzoceſes, beſides their 
own, (as Vacancics on Account of that Contagion) 
ceaſed with their Lordſhips Perſons, as being groun- 
. ded on their Lordſhips Perſonal [Rights to their 
Original Dioceſes, which being Perſonal, could not 
flibly furvive their 'Perſons. Thence it alſo fol- 
ows further, that our Fathers claim to be the © 
church of England, and to all the Rights and Powers bl 
which our Church has, as ſhe is a National Church, Wl 
was extinguiſbed with their perſons alſo. This was 


> 
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38 The Caſe 1 View, 
manifeſtly more than could be claimed by them in 
Right of their ſeveral Sees reſpectively, if there had 

not been a Schiſm by the Contagion whereof they 

| were made Vacancies. As ſo conſidered, they could 
not have concluded their Bretbren, but muſt have 
been concluded by them in any Synodical Act that 
had been conceived in the Name of the Church of 


been performed before the late unhappy Schiſin 
commenced. And it ought now again to be the 
Caſe, fince the eætinction of the Schiſm by the de- 
"ceaſe of the laſt invalidly deprived Father who inſi- 
ted upon his Right. Plurality of Votes will now un- 
doubtedly carry things that are tranſacted in the 
Name of the church of England againſt them. The 
Sabi ſin as propagated by Contagion was that which 
gave our Fathers, in their Life time, a Right to 


own, and conſequently. to AA in the Name of the 
| Eburch of England. But this Right alſo: was groun- 

| ded on the vacancies of thoſe Sees contracted by the 
Contagion of that gcbiſm which was fundamentally 
S' grounded on the Right they [till retained to their own 
Sass in Conſcience, notwithſtanding the invalid De- 

SA 1 Priuatien. Which Right being Perſonal, muſt alſo 


| 
t 3 


ey can pretend no Obligation in Conſcience, to con- 
tinus their Separation, in order to the continuance 
of the church of England, which is a name they 
can u longer pretend to. On the contrary, they 
| |. ®cannot now continue their Separation without com- 


A. 


» 


EN 1 MAS wb 


| | England. This had been the Caſe in Ace that had 


: conclude al the Dioceſes in England as well as their 


eres te with their Perſons. Hence forward therefore 
+” 


4  - * 
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y mencing a new Schiſm, to be imputed to themſelves 
d againſt the whole Church of England, which is now 
10 united againſt them, and is indeed the Church which 


it is oppoſed by their Separation. And the Orders 

Ff which we ſuppoſe the ie we are ſpeaking of, 

d to have derived from our eceaſed, cogſtant Fathers, | 

„ now with God, can give them no mare Authority x 

e than what was lodged in our Fathers from whom 

„they are ſuppoſed to have received it. But thoſe 

. Fathers alſo had been Schiſmaricks, if they had 

S 1 in hed 150 a e e 
let 1 deny not, Out. that ut e | 

« late Fathers . if they had e 4 


| 
| 
N 
5 | 
| 


h pleaſed,, have continued the Se-  tendedthe continuance _ Ml 
0 paration after their Deceaſe,whilſt te Schi/m ; yer | 
| ; .w | | | 3 y could not effect 
ir they were poſſeſſed of all the it without fubſtitu- 


e Rights of the National Church of Eng. V ar Bes | 
® England. * hat is, if the had #l- Seer, Which might "0 
led the invalidly-deprived Sees, as Ny 0 Py - 
y they fell vacant by a Synodi cal 
» | A4& under their Metropolitan of Canterbury. This 
I would have continued fuch Epiſcopal. Orders, as 
— 1 3 .  —_ 
> might not only have been uſeful in Vacancies, but 
e might haye kepr the deprived Sees alſo filled with 

a Rightfud Title, after their Deceaſe, and hindred 
thoſe Sees, at leaſt, from being Vacancies, which 
being left empty has ſince legitimated' the Title of I! 


E 

their Succeſſors, who have now. no longer any Ri 
| 

8 


o* 


.vals who can, with any Plauſibility diſpute the Th 


_ zk with them. But this they could not do by afiy 
general Ads ſignifying only their Dejgn to dof tt. 


is 
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An intention only to give themthe whole Power they 
were then paſſæſſed of, would only have conveyed 
thoſe: Powers, "which I have ſhewn would have 

been extinguifved with their Perſons, and therefore 
Gould not have ftified their preſent Conrimuance of 
the Separation. It might have empowered Biſhops 
fo druthorizeato a0 freely, without Schißn, in the 
Diaceſes of them whO gabe them that Authority. It 
might have empowered them likewiſe to have ace 
in the other Dibceſes alſo, by the fame Right which 
our invaliahy-deprived Fathers had for acting in 


thoſe ſame Dioceſes, whilſt they were Vacancies in 


regard of the Contagion of the Schiſn, whilſt the 
Sobifm:i itſelf continued. | But all thoſe Grants be- 
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K £ C 7 
i ” 
8 


idh-depriv 


ed Fathers could laſt no longer than 


thoſe Ferſonel Rights continued, which 7 extin- ' 


hed. with tlie Perſons whoſe Rights they were. 
3 [ar the therefore to be inſiſt ed on now for 
continuing thie Separation, ſince the Expiration f 
the: Schiſm' with | the Liver of thoſe w H grante 
theſe Powers, who had no Rigbt to thoſe Powers 


any longer that «themſelves led, even Biſhops 


1 * cannot act in ober Brbope Diſtricte 
* their Brnve, if they will not ænch,“, and 
eby make themſelves Sebiſmaticks, by the Rules 
e Carbolick Interpretation. Nor can that Leave 


be extended by au voto Interpretation, beyond the 
1 ramel it; though it may expire 


Ait of thoſe 


oner, abcording 5 the Nature of the Grant, if the 
Ganter aro "IRR of all fo * rn 
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unded dn the Perſonel Rig bros of our ſaid 
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Right of the Granter, nor the Cranten is beredita- 0 
ry ſo as to oblige Heirs and Succeſſors, but both of 
them only Managers of anothers Right as all Biſbops 
are of the Rights of God. This is the uttermoſt 

that can be, though the Conveyance of this Power 
(of which he, to whom the Conveyance was made 
had not the Property in his Perſon) had been con- 
ſummated with all the Solemnities requiſite to make 
the Conveyance good in Law. But this will ne- 
ver be good againſt poſſeſſing Surceſſors, if the. Con- 
bien rep ly polling © bow of Mouth, © be: | 
fore Witneſſes, without any Acts of Inveſtirnre 

into actual Poſſeffon. No Act therefore of our late 
Holy Fathers can ſuffice for continuing, the Separa- . 
nion, but ſuch a one as may continue the Cauſe; which 
made the Scbiſm, on the ſame Foundation 'whereon 
it Was made before, That is, the Synodical Conſe» | 
cration of a Succeſſor, in one, at leaſt, of the 2nva- 
lidl Iy-deprived Sees. This would indeed have Con- 
.U 1 5 the ſame Right in ſuch a Succeſſor which 
was before in his Predeceſſor; and that for the Life 
of the' Succeſſor, and therefore no way depending on 
the Life of the Predeceſſor, nor on the Liver of 
the "Epiſcopal College concerned in the Synod by which 
it Was conferred upon him. This had given him 
perfect a Property in the Power ſo conveyed, as 
hach ever been lodged in his Predeceſſor. And there- 
fore if the Ti of his Predeceſſor was judged better. 
than that of an Ik that could be-obtruded*-ifito- the 
1 See, the Title of the Sue celſor muſt be judged 
0 too. S the | Catbolick Title was a for 
ome 
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32 The cg in View, 
_ fome nnn in conſtantinople, as CT in Oppo- 
| fitian'to the Schiſmatical Novatians, as the Hereti- 
cal Ariant. This better Title therefore would have 
* contigited the Charge of Schiſm againſt the preſent | 
Incuinbents, and the Contagion of Schiſm in their 
-  Adberents and Communicants, and by the ſame con- 
Jequence,/ would have ranrinued. the ſame Right of 
acting in the Name of the National church of En- 
gland iu the ſame Succeſſon wherein it was before 
The Deceaſe of my Lord of Norwich... But nothing 
ſoort of this can Th it, though our Adverſaries can- 
not pretend that this is our preſent Cale. SEL 
I Lam not willing to cramp their 
73 Mr, - The giving «Cauſe in any thing that I can think 
NA W 1 of that may be fairly ſuggeſted in 
Fill the Death of the favour of it. And there is a Thought 
. which our Adverſaries may think 
Heengim lf nal Y of great Advantage for it; That 
is, if we ſhould {ſuppoſe that the 
„ 2 EO to the Biſbops:we are ſpeaking of, 
ſhould not take place till after tlie Dearbh of all thoſe 
who conferred thoſe Powers ; and that this was ex- 
preſſy declared by thoſe ſame Fathers at the ſame 
time wherein they conferred thoſe Powers, This 
jt evade the 'Right of our Holy Father of Barh 
and Wells as the T1 Surviver of them, ſuppoſing 
him nor to have Fr of the Number of the Synod 
whetein this Decree was made, becauſe he had, $24 | 
bis own Af diveſted himſelf of his own Right be- 
ore the Deceaſe of my Lord of Norwich, This 
it ay. alle ſuch Wipe: as We are 3 LL to 
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ererchſe the: Powers, given them“ fince Ki Ree 
Foil and the Penh of the left of the c{athing Bi. 
But his Death (whom God" preſerve). faſt 
be exited alſs;"ifhe alſo had TAR one of the Sy- 
nod by which dre Decree was made. But all wi At 
not be ſerviecable'to'the Cauſe of our AGbriarits. 
if none of the invalith-defrived Sees had beef fled. 


by thoſe Biſbops' who bad been Authorized to exer- | 


'ciſe the Power then conferred” upon them, after the 
Death of the laſt Sur viver o tlie Id - deprived. 
Bzbops,” In that Caſe, I have already proved: ; that, 
the Power ſo conferred would "Have been nee” 
„ee with the 4% Strviver. "This would have fade 
the Decrec it ſelf a Nielity and inbnld, It coil © 
give no Mari Apt to eie 2 A benbet; e 


En 


3 5 


25 Yeti Wend hitbly entreat out 
A. An Exhons * dear Friends to tonſider how much © | 
Haren, TO . it Would Betortie rhe allo to on- 
110 ©" deſcend for"Pear?s fake, though" 
cheit Cn for coming their Separation, though 
heir Right to ' continne it Had been better than 
pon ſevere Examination, it appears to be. And 


Wahn to conſider how much more it is in- Heir | 


own Power to prevent the ProgreſF of it, than" it 
will be hereafter to put 1 Bee "to it, it the 1— 5 
nations of Mind'6ceaftoned by it bè fortiſied hy Pre- 
jullice r of Eduvation. Canons Rave been 2 by 

the Orthodbæ as I have ſhewn in my Gs in. — 
for eſtabliſhing: alaſting future Peace. Penance alſo 
Ne improper to be * on Biber who 


ES F119 3 | were | 


| 
q 
A 
g 
; 
| 


| were. thought ft to he Le in their Office of. 
ter a Settlement. But I do not know. that it was 
ever inſiſted on by a wel. Number of Biſhops, as a 
Condition of Peace. a much greater Number of 
their own Order. 1 they find in their Hearts to 
make a nem Precedent ? They find the Doctrine of 
Re ſtance oppoſed by ſeveral of our Biſvops ſtill, and 
by Dr. Sacheverell, with the hearty. Approbation 
of many of his own, "Order while By Cauſe was yet 
ca erpending, and much more. ſince, by the Addreſſes 
of the greateſt part of the Nation. What do they 
desire mare for the 3 7 of qur. Church's Dofrine . 
5 this jr ej ls it that this wicked Doctrine 
ſhould be condemned S nodically ? But they well 
know how much 3 5 it is for. Them. to Feld pl 
treat for themſelves, than it is for the. Biſhops. to 
procure a, Synod, without which there can be no- 
an aQed i in 92 Name of the cburch of En- 
5 fill it not be taken for an Auerſeneſt to 
peace it ſelf, when, op nditions. for it are inſiſted on 
which are Tnown to be unpractigable 2 19 clear 
themſelves from 1 152 Imputation, it will very myck 
become them to #egin the Treaty who are moſt at 
liberty to do ſo, and to beſo modeſt in their Damandt 
as may lay the blame on their Adverſaries, 11 their 8 
Propoſals ſhould 5 be. accepted z at leaſt, to de- 
mand nothing bu 1 8 practicable, and 5 
power of thoſe wha, axe wi 99 15 gratify. them in 
Negotiations for a ſolid and laſting peace. This, 
and 4 25 J can think of, ſbort of this, will 
en chat they are in ee in theſe We 
„„ CY „ 
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in them at preſent. The oppoſite Altar was then 
| ; 45 : | | ; "_ 
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perhaps they may think it their Duty to do ſo, if 
they will be pleaſed to conſider that the Tables are 
now changed, and chæmſelues are now the criminals 

by their now Separation from full sees and Altars, 


which made their Adverſaries guilty of the Schiſin 


before. This being the Caſe, they themſelves muſt 
be the Penitents, if nothing under that diſhonouras 
ble Condition can be allowed of in order to 2 Recon- 


ciliation; This, methinks, might make them ſen- 


ſible of the Candor that is ufed to them greater than 
What would have been by them allowed to their 
Adverſariet. Why ſhould not this raiſe in them a 


noble Emulation to go as far to meet our preſent Bi- 


ſhops as is conſiſtent with their Secular Duties, 
wherein we alſo heartily jeyn with them: 


But the Caſe of the Joannites 


in defence of St. Chryſoſtome, is, 13. The Caſe of 


N | 3 435 57 he Joannitet no- 
as lam; told, much inſiſted on, 1 to the Suti, 


For proving the Reaſonableneſs of fabio demanded b 
demanding a Satisfaction for the 


our Adverſar ace x FOR 


Muy offe red to our late invalidly-deprived Fathers 


g a Condition of our Reconciliation, I wonder it 
uld be ſo, confidering how few things were alike 


ſoſtome was by Eccleſiaſtical Synode, though procee« 


ding very unfairly. The Deprivation of our late 
Fathers was by an Act of Lay-Authority from which 


the Satiſfatt ion ought to be expeFed, but not to be 


hoped for till God be pleaſed” t$ inſpire our Laity 


with a greater Concern for Religion than we find 


. 1 1 
36 The Ci in Ven, 
erected by the Enemies of St. Chſoſtome. Ours nr 
is by them who make uſe of the Argument in fa- 
vor of themſelven. The Foannites then had a con- 
ſiderable Number of Biſhops on their ſide in the Eft, 
which being added to the Weſtern Biſbops headed by 


Pope Innocent I. might make a conſiderable Majori- 
i : y, even in point of Authority.” Ours never were 


ſo. We had nothing but the manifeſt Juſtice of, our 


Cauſe to oppoſe to our Adverſary's Numberr. Yet 


event his is wanting to thoſe Adverſaries with whom 


Fa 
-/ 


Did therefore t 


we are to deal -atpreſent. What then is the Sarif 
faction now infifted on by thoſe who ſo much iniſt 


jerefore en of being reſtored to their Seen. 

he Enemies of St. Chryſoſtome undergo 
4 4 5 5 Y ; \ 3 0 5 4 1 . 12 5 — 
any Piblick cenſuts? Did they take upon them the 


publick Shame of Penitents? Did they even make 
any publick Acknowledgment of their inſurious Treat. 

ment of that glorious Saint? No ſuch: Matter:ags 
pears from any weil-atteſtæd Monuments. And the 


on Saticfuction as ſo neceſſary for a ſolid and 
Usfſting reconciliation, that may anſwer the a 
=. fn made in the Caſe of the Foannites 5 

| The Perſons injured are dead in both. Caſes, and 


— 


contrary/is rather ſuppoſed * by the Author of the 


Baroceian MS: Was any Retrofpe&ipn made intothe 
Invaliditiet occaſioned by the Succeſſion of the Srhiſ< 


matical Biſhops, who, in the Interpretation.of Re- 


| clthaſtical Diſcipline, were not ſecond Biſbopug but 
ane at all? This is ſo far from any, the leaſt, ap- 
pearance of Truth tliat it is in Terms denyed by the 
| Author of the ſame Haroccian MS. Where then is 


4 . 7 55 be 
3 \ | 3 5 
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any Precedent of any Grants like thoſe which they 
would fain challenge from this Example 2 All the 
' .  SatisfaFion that we read of was only to the Memo- 
 #y of that truly great and very excellent Perſon: His 
Name had been expunged out of the Diptychs of 
thoſe Churches where the Intereſt of the Bil Who 
had deprived him was able to expunge it. This | 
was reſcinded by. reſtoring his Name to the ſame W 
Diptychs. His Body alſo had been buryed ohſcurely 
in the Place of his Exile. It was reduced back 
with a very magnificent Solemnity; wherein the 
Emperor Arcadius in Perſon, to add the greater Ho- 
nour to it, bore his parts, This was but neceſſary 
for vindicating his Memory as a Catholic Biſhop wh O 
had: deceaſed in the Catbolick Church; and for re- 
commending his moſt valuable Writings to Catholicꝶ 
Orthodox Readers. And it was fir that the Foannite 
Biſhops ſhould inſiſt on it, who had Diptychs alſo 
of their own, and were as competent Fudges' who 
were fit to be retained in them, as they were 
who had exphh¹ĩriᷓged him. How therefore can our 
Adverſary's Reaſon from this Inſtance? Have we A 
ay rr oy now from whence our deceaſed Fa- 
ther Names were eraſed, and into which they may 
be again reſtored ? Or can they think of any Diſ- 
honour done to their Memory for which '\amends 
may be made equivalent to that of reinſerting into 
the Public Diptyc ha ? Has their Reputation: been 
ever touched hy any Publick- Cenſurè or Excommuni- 
cation in the Name of tlie Church of England, that 
even needt a publick Revacation? How then can 
2 e „ they 
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The Caſe in View, 


ey plead any thing parallel here Kio the Sarife 


on deſired by themſelves ?.. __ 
But, where the Charge of 
| * nd veal He- Schiſm will not hold, they have 
we in the Bbps a new. Plea of Hereſy againſt ſex 
not excuſe Ec- 


Are gubj ect, if 
th y withoraw their 
mmuni' from 


their 'Ordinaries be- 


fore they be deprived 
by a judicial Sentence 


of the eke“ Col. 
lege. 


veral of our preſent poſſe//ing Bi- 
ſhops, This they pretend / ifficient 
to vacate the: Authority of thoſe. 
particular Biſhops, who are guilty. 
of the Hereſies charged upon them. 
As for the reſt, who are guilty. 


of none of them, all they 
preteud, is a like Contagion of Hereſy by their 


can 


mmunion with the Principal Hereticks as was before 
| with the Principal Schiſmaticks, I am-ſorry that 


any 


ſuch Charge can be made truly againſt any. 


of our preſent Fathers: 3 but more ſo, that I am 
not able to anſwer it as to Doctrine too noto- 
riouſly owned by ſome of them, yet fundanien- 
tally deſtructive to the very Suhſiſtence of the 
Church as a Society, and a Communion in a time 
of * by the Civil Magiſtrate. But my 


at preſent is to deal on! 


2 Subjecks. 


I comprehend not only 
iy, but the whole Boch 


And under the 


of 


with Eccles. 
ume of Subjetts, 
Brethren of the Lais 
the Clergy, alſo! excep-. 


ting the Epiſcopal Ree” Yet not excepting wh 
ſuch Biſbeps as I have already been dealing with, 


living in - occ 


Epiſcopal 


| 


upyed Diſtricts, cannot ce. 
riſdiction, againſt the Vill of the 


: 2225 ofa, wa —_—_— * olation of ee ih 


7 


ww in Fin 
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daten n theſe Hofer Fes, I cannot but approve 


provided it had been actordin "g 1 ro Knowledge. 1 


only deny that the way they . have taken for re- 


lieving the Church againſt theſe Hereſies, by their 


Separation from the whole Epiſcopal | vllege ,, 
on account of thoſe who are really guilty of this, 


Charge (before any Judicial Sentence pronounced 
in their Caſe by their proper Judges, their Bre- 


thren of the Synod) is by any means juſtifiable. 


No Law allows even a convict Mal:fattor, though 
under an actual Condemnation to a Capital Puniſh-. 
ment, to be put to Death by the firſt Zealot who 
ſhould meet him, but refers him for the proper 
Executioner of Fuſtice, who is. by Law, 9 


zed for that Purpoſe. On the contrary the Z. 

lot, who ſhould attempt it, might be gu! ity. 01 
Nurther before God, and in Conſcience, not h wing 
thoſe Evidence: of his Divine Commiſſion for it, 
as were allowed under tlie Theacracy.. Thus it 
is m Temporalr. But much more ſo in Spiritialr, 
wherein fmall Devivations from the Rule f In Per- 
ſons unauthorized have been puniſhed ccpitaly. 
Neither Uzzab's Zeal in interpoling, leſt the A 
of God. 2 Have been overttirned by the Oxen 
that "drew t, nor the ſuddenne| 5 of the Fact al- 
lowing him ver 5 for De 1 dnl excuſe 


him for toüching the Ark, which he had uo Right _ 


* * 


{0 = 4s being only a Leite, from being made an 
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and "therefore. cannot 


tion is made conſiſtently with the 
of the Government, of hole ſame Biſhops. It will 
therefore concern them highly te conſider how this 


e 
by bo 


. ain 54 1 41 | 
y be allowed to 


Subjetts of thoſe .Biſbops. — an y 5 — 
ratticableneſs. 


making the Government unpracticabl. is conſiſtent 
with their Subjection to it, or how they can free 


themſelues from their own Duty to Subjeckion, 


whilſt it is not in their Power to deprive their 
Faber either of their Right to the Communion, or ta 
the Government, which, by a neceſſary Conſequence, 
continues them unavoidably under their Day to 
he ſulject to the ſame Perſons, whoſe Authority they. 
think to avoid by their Separation. But all in vain. 
whilſt thoſe ſame Biſhops continue ſtill their Right: 
to the Authority, which. ſtill gives them a Right 
to challenge their Suljedlion as dus to them in 
Conſcience... Yet it is certain alſo; that, by ſepara, ' 
ring from the Cammunion of ſuch Biſbopo of the 
— Why They live, they make themſelves 
Ai 3 but Mp poſite Communion: For 
Ko 8 ſuch pr mg Diſtridts is certainly 


Fr to none but the Biſbops — thoſe, ſame. Di- 


do; long as they continue in their Right to 


7 eſide it thoſe Diſtricls. How then can they ex r | 


Prof themſelves from · inuading a Right, which was. 


never, giyen them by God, by Which they Are 


themſelyes from thenSubjeBion: due by Divine Pra 
vide | Iv RAKE * 2 AN 5 W Sax N x WAL LOND | 
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5 i cannot poſſibly ___ 2 Ratiß. 
5 5 EN . cation in Heaven, And then I 
even 1 humbly intreat them to conſi- 
| See in der wr 292 ſulfe er 44 gh They, 
Heaven, Which may Or e ops W mm. 
exciude them from nion they fie deſerted 2 That 


N is, who has the faireſt Claim 
7 to a Celeſtial Ratification? Nor is this matter dif- 


I, if they will be prevailed on to examine it 
by Catbolick Principles: And that mmpartizlly. I do 
not fee what Claim themſelves can lay to that Ra- 


8 who, while they are divided from the 
Fpiſcopal College, and have no Catholick' Biſhop to 


. bend them, can pretend to no 'Authorized Repre- 


ſentative to tranfact in Covenants between Heaven 


and tbem; whereby Heaven ma may, by its own 


1 wy be obliged to a ratification. ” On the con- 
traty, they are, b 2 own” Ad, divided" from : 


their own, 22 „ to hom tar 


ri was e that might obige Heaven 


to a Ratification, but was never“ given to par- 


. titular | Communicants "otherwiſe than a8 e ble- 


Members of thoſe vie Bodies, which 


| Headed by the viſible Bibo. And by being 5 ; 
divided, they are alſo divided from God and 
not only by the Carbolick” Principles of . e 


and St. Cyprian,” but by the declared 
tation of our Lord himſelf: Ho that 22 0 
deſpiſetb me, and he that deſpiſeth me deſpij n 
24 thut ſent me. This is purpoſely 


RE . 


F delighed to 
; ge an particiilar Gee in the Ame vi- 
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fble Body n they were PAGES where 


there is not another more Orthodox Epiſcopal Com- 


munion ready to receive them on their Deprivation 


| of that: ee mu Epiſcopal Communion wherein 


they were initiated. They are alſo by the ſame 
Cabot eaſoni inge, deprived of the vital Inflyen- 
ces of the Myſtical Body, which are not otherwiſe 
derived to particular Members than by their Union 


with the Vſible Head, from whom they are to be 


derived to particular "Members, the ſame way as 


the Animal Influences are derived from the Animal 


Head to each particular Member in the Animal 


Body. This is the Reaſoning of St. Cyprian, ' in 
this very Inſtance of the Communication between 
the Animal Head and the Animal Members, Ac- 


cordingly he owns no more Spiritual Life in vi- 


Able Members fo ſeparated from their vifible Head 
in the Church, than can be ſippoſed in Animal 


Members when they alſo are divided from their 


Animal Head. No more than can be ſuppoſed of 


vegetative Life in Branches ſeparated from the 


Body of their Tree, and thereby from the Root of 
it. No more than can be of Lies in a Sunbeam 


on an interpoſition between it and the Body of tho 


Sun from which the Beam is ſuppoſed to pro- 


ceed.: No more than can be of ater in a Niuulet, 
when cut off from its communication with the Fun- 


tain Head from whence it flows into the rivuler.. 
2 Reaſonings, their own AF of Separation is 


e ſufficient”'ro. cut them off from their Com 
nian Y the Saints wal ' who are ane which 


are 


L 


44 The Caſe in Viem, 


are concerned in the Celeſtial Ratifration of Eccleſi. 


* 


eftical Acts on Earth. Which is alone ſufficient to 
mualtaate'all their Sacramental Ac, for Convey- 


ance of Celeſtial: Benefits, though the Biſbops, to 


whom their Subjechiun was due, had never pronoun- 


ced any Judicial Sentence of Excommunicatiun againſt 
them. But if they ſhould provoke him to pronounce. 
ſuch a Sentence againſt them, then their Caſe will. 

be yet more formidable, in that very regard of 
the Riebt they have to a Ratiſication in Hæaven, 


which our: Adverſaries, and their whole Cmmu- 


dicialhj pronounced by that ſaine Authority would, 
not only not qualify their Ecclefiaſtical Ad for; 


a Celeſtial ratifitation, but exclude them from all 


hopes : of it. For the Eoccleſiaſtical Sentence: pro- 


hBounced Agaiuſt them on Earth by their competent, 


Fudgts, would, as natifyed in Heaven, exclude: | 


them judicialy from: the Communion in Heaven, 
. at the ſame time wherein it excluded then from 


the earthly Communion. So it is that. Ecclefiaftical: 


Fuagment is futuri Fulicii Præjudicium, as: Ter- 
Tullian expreſſes it. Which is no more than What 
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we: mean by ratification; hat is, that the gnly 
dicateß will give the ſame Sentence at the 


N, 


lafit day that it has given here in this Life. Sup- 
poſing the Sentence of the Vifblæ Church in this 


Lig tobe alſo a Sentence of the Inviſible CRurch, 


inaſmuch as the Hdds of the V ifoble Church: have a 
Right to ratification in that which is |Inuihble, 
And what reaſon an there be to doubt of: the 


9 
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nounced againſt them by their lawfil Superiors 
on Earth had been grounded on their 'own' AF 
in Interpretatively renouncing the Heavenly Com- 
munion:'1n leaving. the Ezrthly one, When the 


knew that God, for the ſake of ' Diſcipline; hac 


made them inſepurable, and had expreſſy declared, 
that he would ſo interpret affronts o ere to his 
Lawful Repreſentatives as offered to himſelſ, pur- 


poſely to ſecure the Du of Viſible Members! to 22 


them, »which is {6 neceſſary for ebe, theft 


1 lence of a Viſible Church in this! Life: ie e 


Let Ido not therefore denyzbat 1 e COW 


that Sub jecta may, and oug ht to . 15. Nous but *#) 
tend earneſtly for the Faith once de- 4 er101s were allowed 


the Power o Excom- 


livered ro the Saints, provided, that mwmigativn; even (im 
they \cbnfine their endeavours of the cale of- inet | 


even in the tim 
that. kind: within the Powers gran-" erde ai. l 


ted us by God for doing it Lasßñj 

full We may undoubtedly examine the Wer 
for proving a Doctrine Hererical produced by Per- 
ons Heal in che Cale e and mag determine our h 
Opinions, as 1 fhall 


rtical Opinion of our Biſhop, when, by this: private 
examination, we judge it N We way 4 

poſe thie Propagation and Contagion of ſuch an Opinion 
by geguments and Perſwaſiont. We mäy uſe this 
way of Perſwaſion not only in dealing wich dur 


a but with our pe "Farber himſelf, 
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aßen of ſuch a Sentencè in our Adverſaries 
Ceaſe, when the Sentence of Ex communication pro- 


judge fit in our Judgment of 
private Diſerætiun. We may Hersh avoid the He- 


7 


where there is any likely Proſpect of Succeſs, pro- 
vided it be done with due deference to his Sacred 
Character. If we find him mmexorable, we may 
then pray God to deliver his Church from him, and 
uſe the like liberty we have uſed to him, to per- 

Wade his Brethren of the Synod, to uſe the law- 


|» Synodically depriving him, and ſett ling an Orthodox 
| Succeſſor in his Place. Whenever thus a breach of 
' _- Communion falls between Biſbops themſelves, we 
may with the like private Judgment of Diſcretion, 
If. we be not determined before, Examine the 7 Nea- 
ſons produced on both ſides, for determining our 


ſelves to that Communion, which, upon that Trial, 
we ſhall really believe more Orthodox. Confining 


an Epiſtopal Communion with which we may Com- 
| mMmunicate, even when we deſett the Comminion of 
our Heretical Paſtor, with whom, ve were joyned 
| , farmerh. What therefore is it that, is reſerved: to 
E Biſbops.and their Synods 2 firſt, The Aut höritative 
Determination of Matters of Faith, not only for 
their own private Satisfaction, but the dealing 
| 


with others as obliged by their Superiors,' rightly 
Naudging, as we believe, to be of the ſame. Mind 
With us. But the Exerciſe of any Act of Eocle- 
Neſtical Hoſtility againſt them, as forbearing of 
+ -htir Converſation as impure. on Account of ſuch 


| | * em 
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Jul Power Gad has given them for that purpoſe, for 


-0wn private Pratiice in order to our joyning dur 


dur ſelves. Within theſe Bounde, we ſhall botlhi dif- 
cChatge our Duty as goed Catholic ke, and ſtill ſecure | 


Opinions, and much more, of the Communion with | 
i | . - © ES 


Now in Fa, 47 
mem, on that ſame Account. Theſe plainly look 
} like infliding Eccleſiaſtical Puniſbments, which is a 
7 Right too great for private Subjects to pretend to. 
z Eſpecially in dealing with Perſons of a higher Sta- 
N. tion than themſelves, This has always been taken 
fer a Prerogative of the Supreme governing Antbo- 
+ 29. This depofitum was committed to S. Timothy, 
1 Fist. 6. 20. 2 Fpiſt. 1. 14. S. Titus was he that 
ff was to aucid a Heretick after a, firſt and ſecond . 
* Admonition. Tit. 3. 10. Intimating plainly, that 
„1 he was not to be avoided till after ſuch a repeated 
1 Admonition of Perſons ſo Authorized by the Church 
is of Feruſalem as theſe I'wo [tinerants were known. 
ir do be, [leparrs is the Word. It ſeems to fignity 
i, their ejection out of the Ecclaſiaſtical Body, as the like | 
Word uſed concerning the younger Widows, 1 Tim. WW 
b. 5+ 1 f. {ignifies their Eæcluſion from the Eccleſiaſtical - 
re Dod of the M idomt, who were er fe ne 
mn. | Ecclefaſtical Alms. It ſignifies forbidding civil Cau- 
ed which in the time of Joſenb and Pharaoh was taken 
to i ſer an Act of Communion, as the greguftarions and, Bþ 
ve ibations. were offered to the Godi that were wor- 
for ſhipped. by them, and conſecrated the remainder f 
ne the Prorißons on which they were to, Feaft, Ad 
ly a che Blefings and Thankſzrvings of the Chriſtians. 
na were alſo conſecratians of their Food, which Was 
le- therefore not to be allowed to un holy and piarnilar L 
"of I P=rions, from: thenee- forward they were not Ce (A 
* eubu, not to keep Company with Perſons ſo de- 
#4 a une 1 Cor. 5. 9. 11. en; 
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cordingly Sr. Fok 


1 thereby 


"al owed; 
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= had — chis fem them in an pile. So S0 
again 2 The, 3. 14. the ſame expreſſion is ue. 


Aud again upon the like Authority of an Exiſtis. Ac- 
vn would not uſe the Bath where 
ned the Heretick Cerinthus, for fear of ſharing 


in the Puniſpment of that Heretick. Such they were 
nor to admit into their Houſeg; nor to uſe the com- 


mon Salutation of wilhing them Foy. (That is the 


loweſt importance of ape) that they might not 
involuꝭ themſelves in a 110ipation of 


their , Deeds," 2 Fpiſt. of Job. v. 10. That is in 
the Puniſbment of thoſe evil Deeds, as in the Caſe 


now mentioned of St. Fohn and Cerintbus;." Only 
t. John foreſats the P uniſbitent, that is ſaid to have 


40 ſo but as they had then juſt Reaſon to apprehend 
uch conſequences of their undutyfulneſs toitheiriA4u- 


rhotized Superivrs'from' the Experiments they 129 


then frequent, of Divine Vengeance inflicted on h 

who were peccant in their negl-# of their Duy to 
thoſe Superiore." By thoſe ex aporiment hey they plainly 
_ Biderſtood that Gad did actually reſent ſuch conrompis 
ofthis Subordinute Miniſters as Leiters to Hmſelßſ, as 
he had before 264r»2d that he would do, fof the 
Efabliſunent of their Authority. But this Was a 


reuſon Which did not concern private Perſons ne, but 


only' thoſe who had publick Characters, anch, at 
lenſt, a ſubordinate Authority. Such therefore were 
they, and they alone, Who were to rebuke. Jer 


. Hg, b vue ©," "Th 59, Tit. 1 1. 13. As the 


Wm way — F implies A in the Caſe ye 
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by Inſpiration, Private Perſons eduld not 
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this very Caſe where the Faith is concerned parti- 


G bir beg expreſſed under the J BÞ- 
1 of Angels ; the cate of Dinovations of 
kind is mentioned as. the peculiar Prerogative” ok 

ſuch" Angels. And they alone have the Paiſe"'6t | 


they deſerved the one of the other. The Angel of 


® _. bf - : - 
in that of the Apoſtle, 2 Cor. 13. 10. It ſeems 
plainly to relate to a ſentence for cutting off from 
the People of God, Gal. 5. 12. alluding 10 che 
like Phraſe in the Old Teſtament. Thtimating witli- 
al thät ſuch a Sentence of Exciſion.ab nit fanctb 


9 


pr > . 


7 


1 


canmertio (to ſpeak in the Language of Terrullian )ce 
was to be feared as the conſequence of ſuch u baff,; 


Rebuke. This therefore is commanded to Titus in 


cularly, Such only have a Right to rebuks with a 
Authority Tit. 2. 15. 7 mins tmmzyig. As that is 

oppoſed to a Ly. 1 Tim. 2. 11. Iccotding- 
ly in the Revelations, immediately after the ſettle. 
ment of Zpiſcopacy, as the ordinary Governmens' g 


— +» 
r 
* 75 


the (hure h, on the Expiration of tlie extradrdinary.. 


Reproof for what was done of negelefed in their 
Churches, in affairs of this Nature, accordingly as 
the Church of Epheſus is commended for his Zeal in 
convicting falſe Apoſtles Cb. 2. 2. and his hatted of 
the works of the Nicolairans v. 6. and his Juſt con- 
cernment againſt the Perſecuting -Zews, who Were 
now. no longer the People of God, but a Synagogue 
of Satan, v. 9. The Angel of the Church of Fer- 


gamug is likewile commended for his like ſtedfiftneſs 


againkt.che ſame Fetus, who had their principal te-. 
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ſidence in Bis  diftri, 4 but is Feproved for 
19950 10 the 1 Balla N 85 1 LE al- 
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5 35 FONG 55 of. ne e Ne e Kev. — 15. The 
75 of the Church 90505 Th 12115 is. — 5 blamed for 

2 a pretended. 25 acc, 2 — 4 77 he 
be Bale of the O ment, Gilch gene- 

19 uſed. in this 755 Mice cal Boo Nodes Yet rv 
%, 20. % Teach a AN ad e to.deceive. As for the, Subjetts 
us Fatriſdition (the 3, is eek in 
$f Mo JG {5 and not undefervedly AS Lear- 
ned. Tok abe obſerved)t Ey Are C ee 
fort 5 nt ha as received” 1 * | fine DaArine. 
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WS eſe were 4 concerned, unleſs We | af 
ſuppoſe Wl Biſhop to have been Hifcbaty ed of the 
r 2 which had been Ken bin be- 
ö Tex thus. explained, 1s very to 


vor 8387 IJ nt that they, are here diſcbarged from 
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Thus it was in the 4ze ef the 


Apoſtles, Nor | Aid the neæf de- 17 Nor in the 


the point. 1 need") 


our Adverſaries do vainly flatter themſelves in a 
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State of Segregation. 1, now only mention fuck 
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Be obliges t 


0% To this pur 
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277 he obliges all the Members of the 
Church to be of one mind, in things of the Va- 

rure J am ſpeaking of, and, in order to their be. 
10, 0 Main to be of the mind of the 
Biſbop? if they would fecure'h, Unanimity with 
| rpoſe_ he gelbes cher Being, 
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mind, and one opinion,” to their u Uh, one 
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42 The Caſe in View, 
F which he ſoon after explains, of, their 
being . ſubje& to their Biſbop and his Preſbytery, 
ad Epbeſ. n. 2. He reckons the yuan of God the 
Faber to be the ſame with rhe + wn of Chrit, 
and reckons the er in he W reſpe- 
Cite diſtridts, . SerSivras. to be in the- 
you Wan of Chrift. 5 n. 3. He commends the P refoyte- 
79 of the Church br being ſo fitted to the Brſbop 
as the ſtrings of a 7. ings are-to the. Harp... wand 
requires each Individual Member æer dd to 
— make up a yegs, that ſo agreeing in this. Sym- 
Phony (I keep to the Muſical term) in their Una- 
nimity z they might receive the ed Hes. n. 4. 
The expreſiions are again Nluſical, And the: leaſt 
diſſonancy deſtroys Muſical, Harmony. It was im- 
poſſible for Perſons, thus perſwaded, to allow them- 
ſelves a liberty of differing in Opis n conc 
matters of Faith from 1 8 Bi{ 0Þ, . they 
believed that, in doing ſo, they, muſt differ alfc 
from the Myſtical Inviſible Biſhop, God himſelf, 80 
2 follows after expreſly ; Sg) dow dy 2 dun- 
ae be mf inf, be wie, HE Cammronide.0. 
3. On che contrary, that bleſſed AAariyr is, ſo far 
1 e Subje&s to Fudge between the Biſhops 
And the Heretic ks, that he does, not allow. ſuch to 
$f Sie the . 1 8 a. Hearing. He 9 8 
* not 3 8 ep to 12475 amps wie wag: the 
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are again very plain: XI.? Sg Aer Sv N pal. 


This is fully his opinion while the difference was 


of any Promiſe or Covenant of God, | 
4 made with his Church as his peculiar People. 
Wo 


irgaonrs L r 


75 My 1 f 4 | - 5 
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vag ei Uu. n. 7. He is againſt private Opinions. 
And with this deſign; that they might not #4«mogy 
eig d ß 7 vg erg n. II. that they might not, 
before they were aware, fall upon the hooks of 
vain Opinions. In his Ep. ad Trallian. he tells them 
that without Biſhops, cxxanoſn & ,a). n. 3. 


only between the Biſhops and Subject Hereticłs; 
not-between the Biſhops themſelves. He had no 
fuch Caſe in that happy Age. Yet the Reaſoning 
holds in relation to Communion, till the Biſhops, 
who are the only Judges of Communion think fit to 
divide from each others Communion. So that, if our 
Adverſaries will promiſe themſelves Salvation in 
a State of Segregation, it muſt not be, by virtue 
whic 
| 


are on- 


d then it will highly concern them to conſider 
how they can be able to make out their Title to 
that Salvation, that they may be able to reckon 


on it for their Comfort in venturing to continue in 
ſuch a State. The rather fo becauſe the Catbokck _ 
Church has always denyed the Security of Salua- 


tion out of the Church, and reckoned upon that 


Denyal as the Principal Obligation God has laid 
1 


to enter into the Church, which Obligation W 


Will fail, if Men may fare as well out of tbe 
Church as in it, when there is a Church ready to 


receive them if they will come into it. Seeing 
therefore that the Deſign of the Divine Covenant 
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45 The (ae in i, 
and Promiſe makes againſt our Adverſaries; I be- 
ſeech them to conſider what Claim they can "lay. to 
the Equity of the ſame Covenant, when i it is wholly 
their own Fault, that they dd not offer themſelves 
on ſuch a 8 5 of an eaſy readmiſſion. Will it 
not be a provoking Preſumption for them to expect 
that, God ſhould go. out of his own ordinary way, 
and quit the Security of his own. Inſtirution in Fa- 
vour of Perſons ſo little deſerving. F avour, that they 
can pretend no hindrance but their own Wills for 
their not complying. with thoſe ſame Divine, In- 
Pitutions 2 2 But to return to our Martyr, he again, 
in this Epiſtle alſo renews his Solicitations to 
. diſwade them from ſo much as harkening to He- 
1 retic is; 5 vf e drr r 0. exe A 
e. u. 9. And. again: $2474 e @s de date 
| ns 11. They are 
to turn the deaf Ear to ſuch Deceivers, and to 
avoid their Converſation. In I Ep. ad Philadelphan 7 
the: Tirle, he again affirms their Bib and his Clergy, 
1 if be e. e aft . lags Xe 45's. And ſoon. after's 602477 
1 2 ate! de Leh h ag. Ore +36 royalty 
ES Fire, . 2: The Biſhop 


bi, Erst as ca 2100 of. 
Here is made the Srandard of, their Gehe 25 
N [ 25. of that L. nity... 80 again: Ae 2 


e ee, 4 ag & pappe Ir Xe Ae, ids 
T2. A ag QUTGAY EIS. n. 3. Aud t at they 
might diſtinguiſh who they were who were of 


1 2 5 Plantarian o the Earber, and. the Len, he. 
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is; in Fab 35 


1 y Lgsiluusun apa 6d Kn eit u. 6, In his 
p 8 0 myrneans, he is ſo averſe to any 5 
3 verſaripn with Hereticks, that hg ſcruples 
rippjng, their very, Names : Te J eule PLS 
| . amg, Ga 650 tt plete Da unde 2 bore 
| ava 285 8 4 vH II. 6, | 
1 pg Theta 8 a7 „ Vel are de, TH Tay, | 2 uin 3 
„ "ay ατY Kier K H. .... 
| V Ke, fu lk Thus: far therefore the 5 muſt 
2 18. In the time f 3; 


the Apoſtles, no 8 iwate 
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whilſt they were ac-. 0 <A, er bv Ad Ck ans Lc 
| knowledged ws 16 HY for | ſhou differ, fr ONL 
| with thimſelve "His þ hat . ey ſhould differ 
| esch other, ener im, El 7 i | 
70 n "ne. the oe ©, Nj Hale Judgment of 
bella" it 15 0 ul, Jo 8 o hear from 
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the Hereticks what "hey had to — 1 — 9 
nonartont in the Faith. And thus far there was 
indeed. great Realon; why they. ſhould be\conclu- | 
| ded. by the 1unanimeus Conſent. of. their, Biſbops in 4 
irs of this Nature, whilſt the Froef ofthe Fajb 
de ended - on pure Tradition as to the Matter of Fat, 
5 Doctrine s tl e of tho e times, to wo m 
˖ 5 > Depoſirum of the Faich was committed by the 
laſt Welter. after the Inſtitution of the Ordinary by 
e which was intended to conti nus to ſus-— 
ed ting Generations, and upon the Expiration af 
55 6 aordinary eyernment; of all other. Churches 
bY the er Ch Church bye dats \AS admini- 


ſtred by lxinerants acting 
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the Authorit * of that 


were the Nie 
daut s, Wark Rom. 13. 7. Tut aide e 


56 The Cf 7 View, 
one Metropolis of Obriftianity v herev e | 


as it is ile by St. Treneus, ſuch as ot hy an 
Titus, &c. from that time forwards, at leaſt, the 


= Biſſopt were the propereſt Truftees to whom! ng 


ſome Depoſitum could be committed, if it was! 
ed,as no doubt, it as, that the fame” Faith ſhould 55 


5 3 derived drwnwards to all ſucceeding Generations, 


in it Primitive ſimplicit 100 without corruption. 
The Precbyters bs 5k 75 Chair were indeed very 
Aut bentic Witneſſes what Doctrines themſelves had 
received from the Apoſiles, and from the Itinetaits 
vho acted in Concert with the Apoſtles and with 


= their Approbation. © But they Wanted ns Vet tlie 
Auberich, with which the Apoſtolical Ttinerants 


were entruſted, 'which was notwithſtanding requi- 
ſite for -ſecitring the faithful Conveyance of the ſame - 
Dofrmes downwards. Theſe Itinerants were 7 7 ud | 
ges of the Fidelity of thoſe whom they were ta 

Truſt-with" the Office teaching. "others, 2 2 . 2. 75 


Which therefore the Prerbyteft of rhoſe tine f Were 
Aas pet ſuppoſed to want, who ha 
the Poor of making aber teac hin 157 Precbyters, who 
Were then 4 Mingus V. from "thoſe Who had the 


not het receiver 


2 


mand therefore of the Apoſtles coufined the Irinerants 


to entruſt none with their Dofrine, but thoſe k, Tho 


had the ' Ox . 


3 'only. 1 Tim. 5. 17. This Com- 


L 2 


ec, 1 Cor. 14. 6. 26. 
av g who vere. Pg lay hel 


which was ſuppoſed” to be in St. Ninot hy Himſelf 


1 d Offer was Fonferiel on him, 1 Tim. 4. 14. 
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2 Tim; 1. 6. This therefore was requifite in a . 


wards appropriated to the fir/t Chair. The "Office 


tion might be made in it that might not be eaſilßx 


vil Depaſita were committed, that the Oꝛoners might 


therefore in the Delivery of the Faith were to be 
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chere called dSamanria vm, Which the Biſbop . 


And 
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» moſt properly fo called, by Which he was qua 
lifyed to de dannn. 1 Tim. 3. 2. As St. Timo- 
ty himſelf was, 2 Tim. 2. 24. on account of his ha- 
ving received the forementioned  a@iope. This 
Gift therefore was abſolutely neceſſary in the Þ 
eo Ne of the Preſbytery, and might give a 
pr obable Occaſion why the Name of Biſbop was after- 


of Teaching was indeed thought ſo'peruliarly proper dels 
to the Biſbop, after the Name of Biſbop was undoub- 
tedly 1 to the Senſe in which we uſe it 
now, This Depoſitum of the Faith was committed 
before many Witneſſes. 2 Tim. 2. 2. that no Innova- 


* 


diſcovered and convicted at its firſt riſe.” So the Ci- 


be enabled to prove their Right in the Action which 
the Lato allowed in that Caſe. Theſe Witneſſes 


mm}, that their Teftimony might be unexceptiona- 
ble. Thence the Faith it ſelf is called 5x7 $8a+ 
l Tine &, It. 1. 9. That Doctrine which is 


there ſpoken of was to defend againſtGainſ ger,, 
1s, whom he was Ge. IT." This was for pre- 24 
ſerving the 'aFiz0Temv e 15 en. Tit. 1.7. 
Such Cute the Apoſtlet and Apoſtolical Perſons took 
in their Life ime, for the inconteſtable Atrefſtation i 
of what Doclrines were, in Fact, delivered by them. 
2 ate Perſon p 
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| Right. therefore particular Churches had eren 
then, af being credible Witneſſes, of the Ca- 
tholic k Do&rines, though they had not as yet the 


ging who were fit to be entruſted with it. There 
was alſo another Right lodged in the Apoſtles and 


meir own Doctrine from Corruption. That was 
the Power of Spiritual Coertion againſt ſuch as ſhould 
| endeavor to corrupt it, by caſting them ont of the 
vrhole Body, and thereby depriving them of the great 
Privileges of that Body; and in conſequence, of 
tte Credit they had before for Traditions commit- 
ted to the Truſt of that Body, of which they were 

a0 longer Members. This they who acted by the 
Power of the Church of FJeruſalem could do, be- 


| eatſe they had à Righe to pblige all particular 


Churches in the Forli to ratify their Ace. But no 
particular Church could either ablige the Church of 
Feruſalem,or indeed any other particular Church im- 


— 1 


and cherefare could not yet oblige any other Churc 


to reſuſæ its Communion to a Heretic, becauſe 
ſhe had "excommunicated him. Thus far therefore 


deen delivered to them by their firſt Plenters be- 
bdore other Vitneſſer who Were alſo credible. So 


| RY | 
5 ä | 


greater Evidence in this matter when; the Enquiry | 
was only concerning the Matter of Fals; This 


Right to commit the ſame truſt to others, | or of jud- > 


their Itinerants who ated by their Authority, by 
which they were enabled more effectually to ſecure ; 
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mediately, beſides the. Members of its own Diſtriq, 


Particular Churches. had; only the Authority of 
a rrediöle Witneſs of the Doctrine which had 


char for this Period, the Authority of * 


E * in Fal 


Matters * Faith, in order to the Obligation of mM | 
Members of all Churches, was only lodged in the | 
Apoſtles themſelves to whom the Revelations, that | 
2 them Matters of Faith, were immediately | 
granted; and not even in their Authorized 1:mme- | 
rants a +4 otherwiſe than as they alſo were found KB 
agreeable ta the Apoſiles, according to the Reaſoning | 
of Tertullian. None could therefore then pretend 
any. Excuſe for not believing what was taught by - - 
. them, unleſs he could prove that they contradicted 
* themſelves, or each other, to prove the Suppoſition 
of St. Paul actually true, that they had taught ayo- 
ther Doctrine from that which was then aul 
received; But nothing of this kind could be pro- 
ved by the Hereticks who. roſe afterwards, 1 
confidently ſoever they pretended them. There 4 
could thereſore then be no pretence that could ex- 
cuſe private Perſons in differing from them, on ac- 
count of any Plea. of better 1 ts 
But when the Ordinary Go- N e 
vernment of the Church was en 1 Aber u th ge 
tirely e the Ordinary Gover- die, Hong was 
noris were there inveſted with all ment to prove any 4 
the Power: requiſite, : at leaſt, for 25 8 5 of 
ſecuring! the Credit of their Tradi- "dition the i» 
tions as they found them. They mers the moſt fur 
had then >the Power: of making Stronger | tha des 
ſuch Pexfans- Biſhops: as: would be  Irivett. Evidglgs pac . 
true to the Truſt committed to ra. Ale to, Ke 
them. And they were Judge: 
9 they. were —— as to dae: Groupd 
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60 Ibs Caſs in View 
| Truſt, their Fidelity. And they | had then zhe Pow- 
er given them of Spiritual  Coercion againſt: Inno- 
vators, ſo as to oblige the Celeſtial Fuditatory to 
ratify! their Cenſures over Perſons that 'were Sub- 


Je&s of their own Diſtricte, and, by obliging-thar, 


to oblige, even in Conſcience, all their Brethren of 
_ the. Epiſcopal College over the whole World, to ra- 
ti their Excommunications fignified by their En- 


Selieal Epiſtles, in that Cauſe eſpecially of He- 
weſy, as well as of Ratification. of each others Cen- 


_ ſures, which was common to all Chriſtian Catholick 


Biſuopt. And, for keeping things in chat State 
rherein the Apoſtles intended they ſnould be kept, 
he; Biſbops of that firſt Generation, were generally 
28 were of the firſt Fruits of the Churches 


wherein they preſided, Who had, as firſt Fruits ex: 


fraordinary vaę lo lic conferred upon them in their 
. Baptiſm, to quali them for the Adminiftrations 
committed to them; and-thoſe Gifts confir 
by the extraordinary Gifts for judging of other 


Mens Gifts which we cannot doubt to have been 


in the Apoſtles; and the Itinerants who acted by 
"the lame Autkotity derived from the Apoſtles. 
Thus far therefore, even to the open appearance of 
the firſt a e there could be no doubt of 
_ the uit bfi. Conveyance of ſuch Traditiont commit- 
2 to 0 roo Let * this S en 
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Eccleſia, and drew up Catalogues of their ſeveral 
Succeſſions reſpectively from the time of the Apo- 
files to their own- times, and found their Teſti - 


monies all agreeing with each other, and among 
themſelves. 7 And the Teſtimonies .of the - Biſhops" 
are moſt: of all inſiſted on as the dutborized Tru- 
flees of thoſe Traditions, an d thoſe who had then 


all' the Power requiſite for ſecuring them from 


Corruption from the time wherein thoſe: failed to 


whom the Original Revelations were made. They 


added alſo the Teſtimonies of thoſe who had ſeen 
and heard the Apoſites, and of thoſe old Men 
alſo who had ſeen and converſed with thoſe who 
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62 e Cie in View, 
with the 3 — of the cburc ber to which they 


were unknown, and add Credit to thoſe Dae 


of which the Chutches were found poſſeſſed be- 


fore they knew them. But the Traditions were at 


firſt better known, and better known to be 1nani- + 
mont, than the Books when they were firſt produ- 
oed out of the private Hands in which they had 


lain hid before. They could not therefore be ad- 
mitted as Criteria to that Age wherein they firſt 
appeared, though they might, as forti ed by the 


 conſentient Traditions of that Age, and the Au- 


thentick Teftinonies of the Biſhops as Witneſſes of 
thoſe Traditions, be thence forward admitted as 
Criteria” to all more modern pretences to Tradition, 
So it is that St. Auguſtine infiſts on the Teſtimo- 
ny of the Church as antecedent to his Belief of 


te e in His Diſputes againſt the * 


if he be underſtood of the T 


Ke Chee Chareb in "rite Ave whithein, the 


' proving the 
5 2 Lic 
+ to bederiver 


written Goſpsly were firſt collected. But it is no 


otherwiſe true of the Churches of later Ager than 
as they kept flrdfaſt"to the "Traditions of their ear- 


Her Anceſtort, which could not fo well be proved 
conceming 'Tradirions derived at a greater diſtance, 


as it might when che diſtance was T2ſs. However 


thus far Traditiun was a tortuiner Argument for 
reveived Doctrine true than 
of a Book, the Credit of Which Was 
bn that fame Trallibion. To which, 


9 ; if we add the Divine Arreſtationt of 1 the” Pera- 


en in FA. 83 


7 dirtbne, which I have ſhewn to have continued for 
3 the firſt three Centuries, in my Dif. on St. Iren æus;, 
there could be no Argument that could fall under 
t || the Cognizance of a uy private Perſon that could, 
in reaſon excuſe his Difference from the Publik 
7 Doctrine of the Church, as taught by the Biſbop «4 
1 as the Publicꝶ Date to whoſe Truſt it were 2 
; committed, Thus far therefore the Biſhops dgment 
7 was to conc lude all private Perſons, in all Matters 
8 


i 
| 


of Faith, not only as to their external Acquieſ- 
4 cency, but even as to their internal Aſent, Wan 
4 it was, in Truth, the ſtrongeſt Argument for pro- 
8 ving any ſuch DoBrine true. So that thus far 
4 there Was no place for a Judgment, even of pri- 
vate Pijeretion, Uifferent! "One that of the Bi- | 
4 | Ps Thus the Caſe A609 ſo long a 4s 5 
Deren of this kind were N00 ebe in 
made by pure Tratlition without on on Nome io 
va any Mixture of Reaſonings. , | Biſhops till Bios 
and wHilſt all the Biſhops every ae e = 
where were Unanimous in their were only to judg 


Tale, Bur when Biſbops ff. e 


began to differ amorig themſelves «: 'Bohy, 
concerning their "Traditions, and ALLAH 
thoſe Diferentes roſe to ſuch a  bight as to oblige 
them to ſeparate from each others Communion, 3 
was then certain that both could not be in the 
Right, aud withal that neither of the Communions _ 
could he enjoyed without a Separation from the © WM 
dannen which W it, and that there _ oO 
|  with- 1 
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1 chal no 1 in living in a State of Segregation 


out of \a// Epiſcopal  Communion.: Subjects foun 
themſelves ed a, neceſſity. of judging between 


the Biſhops by their own Judgment of private Diſ- 


cretion, in order to the Determination of their 


own pradlice, whether of the two Communious were 


ſafeſt for them. Aut horit io here could ſignify no- 
thing becauſe it is ſuppoſed. equal on both ſides. 


If the reaſon of the Separation of Communion 
were not ſufficient . to juſtify a Separation, then 


the Communion in which this Divi/ion of the Biſbops 
nd them muſt ſtill be judged ſafe and lawful, and 
in that Caſe, they ought rather to prejudge.in fa- 


= = of the Poſſellor, and keep to that Communion 
herein they received their Batiſn. But whether 
the reaſon for Di 25 were ſufficient to juſtiß the 


Diviſion grounded on it, could. not be. judged 
without examining that reaſons and entring on the 
Merit of the Cauſe. | And all this 11 is own 


private Judgment. But by how much hie e 1 5 


Matter of -leſs conſequence, by ſo much the 


| is obliged to be ſalicitous concerning it. i been 
this. Examination, he finds the Matter to: be in- 
deed of great conſequence, and that his Biſhops, 'Opi- 


nion is indeed heretical, he is not i to iy 


of his Biſhops. Opinion, having not only an equal 
Autbority, againſt it with that of his own By/ , 2 
but finding the Reaſons. more conviftive., which 
— ainſt his awn Biſbop than thoſe which 


duced for. him. Which Reaſons. 0 x he to, 
2 him when. he otherwiſe finds. 
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nion, to undertake any thing that is inconſiſtent 
with his Subjettion; ' He may perſwade others to 


his Opinions ſo far as his Reaſons may prevail 
with them, but he muſt not in fe his Opinions 


on them, who are otherwiſe his Equals. He 
cruſh not attempt any thing Hino: may look like 


an Exerciſe of Ecclaſiaſtical Authority. He may 


believe his Opinions in fuch Matters truer than 


thoſe of his Biſbop. But he muſt not take them for 


the Senſe of his own Body, ſo dung as the Head of 
that ſame Body oppoſes it, tho otherwiſe they ought 


to be the ſenſe of his own Body alſo. He muſt not 


therefore æxaci any thing from His Brethren, tho 


otherwiſe of the ume ien with himſelf, 
which cannot be e i from tliem by an -who- | 


has not an Authority! toi-oblige theiwwhole Body. So 


it would be, if hie ſhould therefore''ab/tain from | 
all cuil ' Converſation with thoſ& of another mindy - 
and look upon others as obliged alſo to thé like! N 
— of 7 Cuil Converſation witli the: - 


a Perſons, and, in Cafe of Refuſal, ſhould: 

aw from them alſo. E If he ſhould 
—— from Exel ſfuſtical Communion with" them 
on that acc 


N from 


1 fon: in Fab 65 
oritiæs lep. But then his Ortbodoxy in the 
points gives him. no nem Authority more than he 
had before. And therefore if he was à Subject 
before his Examination, he {tilF cominues one after 
it, and muſt not preſume, for propagating his Opi- 


* 
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unt. This“ does indeed look like aſ- 
ſuming-o/Rigbt- of determining for the: whole Body. 
| which Was, even in later Ages when Gentrat | 
Crongtly were _ Dhincee not et — 


— —— — 
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allowing ſubordinaie Clergymen to prevem the Fude- 


e without the Biſhops Perndiſlionyhis 65 


The Case in Fü, 


8 the Zeal of the earlier Converſions) allowed as 
the known Prerogative of Biſbaps. None but Biſbops, 
or Chorepiſcopi, who were indeed of the Epiſc — 5 
der, or Proxies for abſent Biſbops do fabſcrbe nien- 
tes, Not even the Emperors themſelves though perſo- 
nally preſent, and ſubſeribing, but never in that 
Form. They generally forbid their civil Preſidents 
(appointed to 8 kodp Order and the civil Peace, in the 
Heat that were foreſeen likely to ariſe. from the 
Ztal of the Eccleſiaſtical Debates) from any way 
intermedling where the Faith was any way corcer- 
ned. Nor were the Biſhops of Alexunuria who were 
| ne at the Council of Chalcedon, after the De- 
Paſitiun of the Heretical Biſhop Dioſcorus, obliged 
to ſuulhſeribe the Form of Leo, all they had a new 
OQrnthodox Patriarob canonicaly ſubſtituted in his 
Room. This was à Cuſtom ſo peculiar to the Church 
ob, the Agyptian Bounds, that even thoſe Biſhops 
durſt not ſubſcribe in the Caſe of Hereſh till the 
riarch had ſubſcribed firſt, and it was allowed 
vs by. the council, though in Council the Bi- 
[= Vote was as good as that of the Patriarch, 
o had himſelf no Righe to vote rhere, but as 
he alſo was a BHiſbop. So far they were then from 


mens of their Biſbops, where the Faith was con- 
chuned. Eſpecially in any Ac wherein the t#bols B55 


 cofanChurchwas concerned Ignatius rere them 
55 fr intermedling i in any thing F en fp 
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is Supreme. | Therefore it was that their 
alone were thought and, in the 1 Coun- 
cut, becauſe thæꝝ, and none | 
Fade, and. — — tor, ah 
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ene Prer gg that ul \ date de M. 

Vet, however free Fe: may. San ey 
poſe them in giving their bl 22 . FD 
ment even in matters of F Faith 


5 00 el pretend to the 


oh and befare. the... 249 © ' Conditiinio 
will however by... No — = 5 OF: rcommamcanon 


| cuſe them for ſeparating From, his No cert rtainl Y Ec- 


- elefiaſtical' "Sub 
His Perſonal. Error. +7 cannon pad tt 


ddes nat give hig Subject au 


new Power: over his Perſon, n they could not 


. ad d. 10 1 befi _ None can ſolve them om 


y. who can Top deprive hjm of his 
ir Duty is Neceſſa- 


rity'grounded. 48 a neceſſary arralare, which muſt 


dug. And a Gan take 5 ower away but 
dical Afembly of Prebreve.! un 
from whom, _ Biſhop receiyed 1 by only. can 


expeck to have their Ar fgriſhed in Heaven, in 
taking away that Power which OL, t firſt given | 


erſons of the /ame. Or eric by the like 


Teen in Heaven, which na leſiaftical Sub- | 
3485. can pretend to. And, Car munion 18 2 1 3 


tainly a Freragatios of che En 


ages 


n N Aa 35444 , 


1 own Baddies, reſpectively. - Becauſe 0 0 ad none 


| 1 = ik they had the Power — Spiritual Coerrion, by 


ey could oblige their whole Bodies to a 
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fans with the ee at 10 ould due to, the 
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1 fond or fal with, the Power in 2 which makes 
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' cludet himſelf f 
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act in. r if 3 be — ſhould: e to 


Eh v 1157 rely yg of the J ae 5 2 * res 
been tbilling that ſuch Cocks ſc 


Sranted, {d long as he knew their com- 


1 12 5 Biſhop was pleaſed to continue him in his 
8 Cuneo, Who was the only competent decifive 


Ho long it was fit he bold be continued 


| in it. And had an 10 one preſumed to do otherwiſe, 
ion 


His Extommunicati Could have had no Effect on 
any but bimſelf. © He alone had by doing ſo, ex- 


to its Oe 


2b. 


Fſoning of thoſe pure 
of the 


The. B7 977 Was euren > e chr Princip 
" My/tits Fe js) Oc, 
* 


ed 1 Won 1 — Cburvb, though he 


| Had fill ebe vile Communion With all 


he reſt of bis F eee in Oppoſition 
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avs been 
| granted, "refuſe Communion with the Perſon to whom 


| If from the Commumion with their com- 
mon 1 — „ and in cbnſequenct , from all Rigbr 
eleftinl Privile _— This Was rende to 
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1 whom: whoſoever. was 


a 0 
- 
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* 1 > 


to: theit 5 That . ſepa? 
dy :oould-not juſtiy claim the Name, of a C Get 
as that ;Nameris à Name of n That whale 
Body could no more pretend tg Spiritual Liſe in 
ſuch a Separation from their Spirinual-Hea than 
the Organical Avimal Body ; can) to Animal Lafer ft 
the like Separation from its Organical Animal A 
* the :Reaſonings, of the 3 Taſtament, W. ic 
lows of the eee of this Parallel, as 
as thoſe of the pureſt Ages of the Church. Titz 
er- Hz entry + a8 —ũ 0 . gp 
a om from the Biſbop, as h 1s 
of pantry et Bea hy the. CB Re nt 
of St Cyprian, as the like Vital Animal . 
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Biſbop was he who Was ſappoſed; 10 he imm 
ly united to God and Cbriſt, as they had bo 
Title. of Celeſtial Biſnap. And as the ral 
koned as Heads of 25 the ure | 


both *Chnrches. Triumphant as well by Pager 2 
alſo, the Biſpop is the: Head of that Þ wy 17 
whole: vi/ible Church, Which is eh e 005 . 
bange, like the Patriarchal.Ruſb 4voth, — — 
ticular I „ Ox the Families, * ed from | 
Thus no particularn Members of; the Cel 
lay any Chaim tothe) i Sir iricual can "with 5 
Father and the Sam on 1 Ben 
our Myſtical Communion; do C damentally def 
but as the Dore are in Hyle, % e 
with the . as e ah 
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are by 2 Diſunion from the Animal Head. "hs : 


archal Style) both in Haven and Eurth „inchnding 


tween 


1 3 FEST Fei pore this fame 
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| threat eden und a, Nor cg ung Clatwbs made 


105 oo pal ROUTE. as the Bend of our Myfti- 
{4 cu Union, but h e 1 Mie Union and Com- 
4 n with the B 5 whom wWe are all to 


e the Spirit pe ber wbiell we are none of 
ne. As the! Church #criow the Spirit from 
I Auen yer by having it, we haue al. 
e y with the Fark, becauſe it his pieuſed 
er "$03 i lum uli rb Fullnzſ30 of the 
Spirit id Acsell, and that rom His Fulhheſs we 
Pn ll ae, our Bas ee it, 
DB Mad: wel alfo'\bould Receive it 
e the'Miniftry _—_— eee 
— * 
Power 
word: of their' pe. 
Hi as it «wa not extruofdimary, 
e papadt & And this cmd 
22 of "the Spirit muſt be perpetual, that we 
W bob now alfo elm che Communion of che Spirit, 
| Fifi Which We Are none of hi. This gives 
woe . 
ag from, RG be 


ary War ee dene nd 
7  effecuidly admit to the 
er —.— e tm iat the ſame 


Now in Fa. 71 
validly but he who can deprive of theſe ſame 
2 Nor can any Anarbematize of deliver un- 
| 10 Satan, but by his Power who has the Leys of 
Hell and of Death, as well as thoſe of Heaven, 
y at his Diſpoſal, This none can pretend to but 
i Chriſt, or he who can oblige Chrif? to à R tifcation 
. of his Ad on Earth; by virtue of the-Delegation 
1 which empowers him to tranſact in his Name, and 
0 by doing fo, to lay an Obligation: on him to ratify, | 
£ What is by his o Authority thus trauiſacted in A. 
, Heaven, This Power of delivering over to Satan, 
it is that which the Church intended by her Hnulbe- 
it matiſms, Alluding as it ſhould ſeem to the Im- 
* precautions of | Curſes on themſelyes, by which the 
4 i 
er 

0- 

'”, 

7 
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Apoſtate Spirite are ſaid to have confirmed them- 
ſelves in "their Conſpiracy "againſt Heaven, ii the | 
Book of Enoch, in Mount Hermon, which 2 
to have had its Name from the Cherem, the 
uſed by the Rabin in this Caſe, ſo impreeateiſo on 
themſelves for that fame wieked Purpoſe, 80 che 

Damned are called Curſed as ſharing with the Devils | 


es in ile Fire" prop inal 
hr 48 A Puniſbment of \thoſe' Cufſes 
4 Fragments of Enoch affirm 


np; anfwers Being burazd in N 1 


be 

u- d This Anachens an anonyaious* Apo} 
nd | thr inentieneg hy St. Chi/oſtupi-,” comp 
the Wl Labern Purple, which was thiphly 7 


Perſons und preſumed to 10 it . A 
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devel 0 In truth this Right of gibing 
231 41 ores or refuſing. the 'Ecg leſaſtical.Com: 
e wee in that pen which dhe 
Ace Mane nd Whol: Right of Ecelgſiaſtical Co- 
ors. en reien does frndamenrally depend, | 
Lach teten Bi. and muſt therefore neceſſarily be 
. e , Paragativagtahe: Suprane: Ge- 
—— N der nent, and therefore can ne- 
b. e 9 hei exerciſed valid on the 
ant 1 ot Sypremhe Government it ſelf b 
195 | We any Dignity whatſdevet that. is confi ; 
nt with Sub b What therefore can our Ad- 
Way Sean ee ir continuing their : Sepgra; 
m. thoſe iſheps who. are; really \guilty.of 
| 15 les with which they are charged, and 
.the..o:bers on;;account , the:Cancagion they 
hy derm ran. with the: Rrincipal. He- 
280 hey herein M a 50 * 7 — 
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and do reſde in ite themſelves muſt be the only 
baer who eim fer by their withdrowing rhele 
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not depriue them of their Pain, nor af the 
Communion of the. Orcbodex Biſhops, nor of any one 


Subject 75 any Act of Authority they can exerciſe 
ep 


in their /eparate State. But we would not expect 
any of theſe Things from them, if they could at 
leaſt depri ve them of their 8 Right, which 1s, the 
only thing regardable in Conſcience.; But it is un- 
polllble for Siahjects to deprive their Saperiors of a 
Right! which was never given them by Subje&s, 
but by -an, Authority derived from God himſelf, 
Biſbops of their Rig br to continue in the Chur 


own | Communion from them. They mult neceſſar 
rily. caſt themſelves out of the Cheb, if the Bi. 
ſoops continue in it, for this very reaſon of their 
making themſelves a. diſtin Communion from that 


of-the-Biſbops, Thus it appears that God has al- 


lowed. Ecclefaſtical Subjecis no more Jawful means 
of Spiritual Coercion, over Criminal Biſhops than 
he has allowed to ſecular. Sub jecis over their Prin- 


« * 0 . b 44 8 * 
ces no more Right of EXCOMMUNICAING. their Bi- ; 
ſhops than; Sefulars Have of refſting their | Princes 


by the Swerd, which is the Inſtrument of Tem, 
poral Cagtcion. Thence it will follew that our 
late Brethren ought to he as tender in the point 


of their Sulhection to their Spiritual Superiors, as. : 


they are indeed, and yay commendably in their 


2 1 * ' 0 ws . S% 4 4 
ought they efpre 10 bear with their Male-A 
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mniſtra- 
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mporal Princes. bx hey 1 
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of 1 Right to a \Ratiffe 


5 alike Commiſſionbe 
. And 86 have 210 


th aged. 1 


5 en at their very * 3 bY 
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tion, and Perſonal Guilte how great er and 


how deſerving ſoever of Deprivation, provided they 
be ſuch as are conſiſtent with their Chriſtian pr 

WM. ron, till God be pleaſed to ſtir up the Zeal a 
leir Bretbren of the Epiſcop zl College, from whom 
they firſt received thei: Rfiſeopal Power to deprive 
them of that Power which they as Gods Miniſters 
Had formerly a confirmed upon them. This isa lzw- 
ul Remedy Allowed by God in the Church, though 
not allowable in the State where the! Prince is 
"rightfully Sovereign. 'Yet the Subjecl are under 
the fame Caußnement in the one Caſe us in the 
other, till the Deprivation of ſuch: ber- 
formed by them, who have received Arbor from 
God for that pirpoſe. "When J When the Heretical Bi- 
ops Authority is validly taken away, the 'Subje- 


Hion of the Hiſtrictr will he no longer due t him. 


And the Subjzfts Conſcienees may be ſatisfied, 
that it is vo done when the Power is taken 

aw ay $245 Authority b which it was gi- 
bi, he a ee may deprive tack Biſhops 
0 tr] "their. Allr in 


He ben bich at — 3 


leftial Ratification. Liens 85 5 
00 n Conjundioh.* Yet e Act had 
not obliged Go to ratify d Vid chen, the 


Heretical Biſhops had never er [that Right 


Now in Fa. 35. 


Jedi nho Fuditial Sentence to due PR of What 


they never had. Ii therefore their Collation of 
copal Power to the Heretical Hi 

tiſed in Heaven, that God was pleaſed to give ſuch 
Biſbops ſo made Synodically, a Right to have their 


E Ads within their own Juriſcliction, u- 
2 in Heben, 


tlie; u n the like Si modical Deprivation, God 
alſo will eee ſuch Biſbops | of the Right them- 


ſelves had conferred upon the like Synodical 
Deprivation," And when this Power of 3 
Coottiar with regard to Conſtience, is taken 

this\ muſt by neceſſary Conſequence, extiniſbiſs' the 


Potter it ſelf alſo, wich can ſignify norbing, even 
with" regard to Conſei ence, when It is dibeſted of 


the Righr of — 'Coercion.” And the Right 
ay . in the Dioceſe being thus efte&iiall e 
ringuifed, the "Duty of Subjection 5 within the 


ume Difrif, muſt; in courſe, be exting b alſo. 


pare ey cet therefore from that time forwa 


fe 15540 te refuſe it to him, 


ame 7 iſurFion, © | EB at | 
But till abe nen has ec Ab 2 Salbe 
iitun Sub jetta are more di- 155 Sub; 4 * t indeed 


ed reliove'rhathſelyeaſaibſt - Koaer over over! BiBojs, 


— Biſbops han Tempora! * Members of wo 
Sulje dir are i'reſerence to Ten. heya ede 
8 ral Pritices, Fot . give a dh free from Subje- 


on ä Thrones, mo 


ſhops was fo 25 75 | 


the faine reaſon holds 


no ia Dury. - And they are At per- 


and to W it to 
His "Sweceſſor, When candhically inveſt in the 


ctiono vertheitlen- 
n. In that 


= en echt > 


{ 
\ 


Which can never ES being juſt as by the 
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Ä a) really . —_— 5 inne Pawer of Per- 


ncelyP a 


Wa a fu Fidly; to — L like fiveibls Coer. 


35 Epiſcopal. , * ion over the Subjekte, ſuitable to 
the Force: by which the Government i is, in that 
Caſe, ſuppoſed to be, goſſe ed. Not ſo in the Caſe 
of Spiritual. Coercion. That wholly depends on 
the Divine Ratification which cannqt any way be 
influenced NO the Rebellion of the Ecclaſiaſlical 
Subjects. And in Temporale, wherever the Sia jeclii 
were equal and free, at their rſt: Entry under a 
Government agreed upon among themſelves 3; there 
they may give ox rerain as man of the "Right: 
of Government as they judge ene for their 
-publick Segurity. And they max þycthe-Rights te- 
cained,.. xeſerve in themſelves à Power of: calli ' | 
their, Truftees ta an account if they exceed rt 

Powers. committed: to them by — Car rien 
flirſt agreed on. This really ſeems to have been 

the Caſe at Venice, where n 

Government nom. Eſtabliſhed is undoubtedly iagal. 
And that as well in regard of its firſt Conſlicus- 
fate which was then made... without": Injuey + 0 
0 y Antecedent Rzght of an ol Poſſe Hor then Inn ber 
1 as Well as in regard 0 Preſc ription,! thi. is 
alone ſufficient to 42 5 4 Right Where there v 


nons Originally, as well c the hublick 2 


general G al Gee Nations: But there 
| wt nat, I believe, many. Inſtances of that kind in 
= THT. Dix onl) Lally 0 — * - 


24 * ba 42 


governed yantnls , as Herodotus, informs us. 


there Were every where ſuch Contracts antiently ; 


at frſt, and free from ſuch limiting Contracts. 


can confer, nor can they oblige him to confer them; 
Nor have they received any Power from him, by 
which they can pretend to oblige: him to a Rati- 
feation; by tranſacbing in God i Name, and by his 


Ll 


Nido in FE 4g | 
jy in that of the Submiſſon of the Rides 
to Darius. But there is not the leaſt Intimation Zs 
of a Reſervation of a Rigbt of - Refitence in 
that which he would have us believe a Con- | | 
trad. Nor of any Practire of it when Darius Zecodl 
So little reaſon they have to make | theſe Con- 


| 

| 

tracts the Originals. of all the: Governments now. 

in being, or to make thoſe Goverunients unjuſt, and 
unobliging\ in Conſcience, which were not Origi- 
nally grounded on ſuch Contracts or to 18 | 
(as they commonly and very precariouſſy do) that 


though they cannot now prove them. The Patri- 
archal Government, (which ſeems to have been ,, 
every way. ſettled by God, but long before the whe I 
Tradition of Letters) was certainly very abſolute / 


But, let that be as they pleaſe in the Secular 
Governments. The Eccleſiaſtical Government is 
undoubtedly beyond the Power of the Subjedts 
either to give or limit it. No Subject whatſoevet 
can give à Right to Benefits which: none but Gad 


Authority. This therefore fundamentally over- 
throws all. Claims of Eccleſiaſtical Suljeci c, either | 
to/takls nch br egg cher Beads Wen wh, 
they never either did, or could give, though the Se- ff 


2 * . cula 
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73 The Cie in Ne-, ] 
ler Subjects might really have given the Power 

of the State in the Caſe now mentioned. I can- 
not therefore ſee any Beneficial end our Friends 


— 


can pretend for the Church's Good, in withdraw- 


ing their Communion from the Epiſcopal. College 


2 p 


of the Nation, , whatever Zea] they may have a- 


_  eainſt the Hereſies infiſted on by them, as the 


Plea for the Separation. They cannot, by their 
Separation, deprive” the Teachers of thoſe Here- 
fres either of their Poſſeſian; or their Right. 
They themſelves have no Biſbops endued with ſuf 
cient Authority to deprive them. And, in ſepara- 
ting from the Communion of the National Church, 


they ſeparate from the Orchodox Biſbops, who have 


the Right to deprive them. But they cannot be 


inſenſible of the Difficulties the Orrbodox Biſhops 
would expoſe themſelves to in attempting it, in 
regard of the ſacrilegious, though yet unrepea led 
Laws. And can our Friends think Separation 


2 proper way to diſpoſe them to, or eee 
them in, undertaking thoſe Difficulties from the 


Secular Eneroachments. Our Friends may ſecure 
their own Souls from the Contagion of ithols He- 

reſiet, though they concinue in the Church's Com- 
_ - munion, by not believing them. Nor is there any 


xeaſon to make their Continuancę in the Commu- 


nion an Argument. that they 4 belleve them, 
5 whi | 1 led N ; f 
union, and whilſt thoſe Bybops who Aefend the 
Hereſiet do plainly therein deviate from the Do- 
Frine of their Freu 


ict they are not impoſed as Conditions: of Com: 


e Diooctrine 


be Ing | 
Reſiftante, which is fo Univerſally the Intereft of | 


b bs ſafe in returning to our Communion from 
they are fallen. But I know not how they can 


 . Separation they: 
ſo unju 


Doris wf te Predeceſevecught ceriaibly un bs 


taken for the Doctrine of the Communion ( ſo 


ng, at leaſt, till it be repealed by an Authority 


of the National: Church equal to that by which 
it was miroduced): and whilſt, even the Lapſers, 
dare not impoſe them as Conditions: of Communion ;, 


if for no other reaſon, yet for the ſake of their 
more. Orthodox Brethren, to whom they may give 


Offence\ by doing ſo, and perhaps, draw's Sentence 
of Deprivation on their own Heads, in cafe: the 


Secular Power ſhould prove favourable,” as indeed 


no Secular Power whatſoever can, for its own ſake, 
unfavourable to our Doctrine of  Non- 


all Supreme Powers... Nor can they be reſponſible 
even to God himſelf for doing no more than what 


is conſiſtent with the Subordination wherein he has 
and with the Limitation of the Pom- 


placed them, 


ers by them received from him. Thus they will 


preſume themſelves to be ſo, if upon pretence of 


aſſume a Power 
Name wt 
continue und perpetuate the 


have fo 'inconſpderately begun, by 
ſtifiable an Aut horicy. They rather hereby 


giben them; and if tlie 


ING} 


* 


” - | : 5 : : 
Now in Fact. 79 


hence 


the mere effectual Suppreſſion of the Heraſies they 
complain of, the 4 Sacrilegiou 


of acting in 60 ich he has never 


oomribute to the Inpunity and Prop, . cg of the 
HerEſes, of Which they do ſo juſtly 


ee en, by viel ch het "8 


Niem, 


e ftp refed ; by dividing from their Communion i 
number of + Perſons fo conſiderable as might con- 
tribute to recommend the Authority which ſhould 


80 The Caſe in 


ſuppreſs them ©, and by giving the Hereticks a 


Precedent” for def piſing the Cenfures of the Church 
_ which ſhould reclaim them, by living nee 
comtentedly" in a State of Segregation. FI? 149 4 
But they pretend that Faich i is 

1270 EN for. the. to be preferred before Diſciplin 
the violation of Ec- But keeping i in the Ortodr By: 
af ePojm. in copal Communion is more than 

e e, * cipline, if by Diſcipline we — 


. only the Obſciedtion: of Canont, Which, though 


convenient in general, may notwithſtanding boſe 
that general Convenience by a Change that may 


be made in the Caſe by the Alteration of 'particu- 

lar Cirrumſtancet: The Obſervation of fucks Ca- 

non ought not indeed to be too rigorouſly inſiſted 

on by thoſe who have the Rig bt of making or 
executing them, when they who have that Riebe 


judge their exadion inconſiſtent with the Security 


of the Faith which they are eternally obliged to de- 
fend, by all lawful means which are in their Po- 

' O25; "Br this will not warrant Subjefs, whio-are 

neither competent Fullger of tlie Chong: of Cir- 


cumſtances, nor have a Right of diſpenſing with Ca- 


non, even when Diſpenſations would be ae 


to take a Liberty to dipenſe with Caf 
their ο⏑n1 2 ſor long as their Float: e the 


þ Rule neither ir, nor cun be, interpreted a Vas. 
þ + et Duty to a Turb in their own Per- 


= | 5 
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ſon; or in Reference to the Publick, by the Truſts 


and Powers derived from God, and Lawfully com. 
mitted to them as Perſons concerned to tranſ- 
ac for the Publicg. But if Subjects will, on pre. 


tence of ſerving the Publick Intereſts of the Faith 


it ſelf, take upon them more than, even by the 
Rules of Diſcipline, is permitted to them, that will 
not excuſe them from the Puniſpment of their Sa- 
crilegions D ſurpation. 80 far it is from intitling 
any thing ſo tranſacted by them to a Ratiſſcation 
in Heauen. By the Rules of Sacerdotal Diſeipline, 
Uxzab, though a Levite, was excluded from the 
zearer a Approximation, which was, by the Rules 
of the ſame Diſcipline, allowed to the Prieſts of the 
Family of Aaron. And he was puniſbed Capitally, 
for 2 uming farther than what was alomed to 
his Levitical Order for preventing the overture: - 
ing of the Art, if he had not interpoſed: - It hgad 


been ſafer for him to have truſted, to the inter- 


poſition of Providence in its own Caſe; So it had 
alſo been ſafer. for Saul to have ventured: the 
Fighting of the Philiſtines with the Moral Duty o 
Prayer, which was lawful for him, than to pre- 


ſume on the Ritual Duty of Sacrifice, of which 


he was more ancapable than Dæzab, not being, as 
he was, a Levite. The ſame would be the Caſe. - 
of our late Brethren, if God would incline their 
Hearts to ate themſelves to our Commnuiiom. It 
had been cer, undoubtedly, to leave the Depri- 
vation of Heretical Biſhops, and Heretical Commu- | 
moarts too, to God himſelf, than ſacrilegronſly, to 
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. invade the Office of» Depriving ſuch Biſhops, and 


Exconmunicating ſuch private Communicents, by a 


Power never received from God, and which there 
fore could never expect a Ratification in Heaven a- 


gainſt the Hereticłs, to deprive either of them of 


the Myſtical Rights 'of which they were poſſeſſed 
before but might juſtly fear a Ratification from 


| Heaven againſt #hemſekves, whilſt they could not 


by any Act, performable by them in the State of 


Separation, extinguiſh the Biſbops Right to have 
them diſowned in Heaven, who had, by their own 


Ack, divided themſelves from bis 6 on 


. Barth. Nor had there been any need to mw 


Whether of the Duties had been to be pre 


ferred 
before the other in/this Caſe, where both: are * 


fectly reconcilable, and neither of them inc 


ſtent with the other. They ſatisfy their Duty to 
the Diſeipline of the Church, 


by their keeping to 
the eee of the Church, and had a Rightful 
Nile to them as its Members. Nor he NS 71 
Late any Duty to the Faith for not 
teticſe, SS God has not made ĩt t LORE 


fee them puniſbed, by committing any lachf ness 
Puuniſping Hereticbs to them, which may be made 


effect by its Ratification i in Heavez. - The Event 
of this Confinement from intermeddling in the Pu- 
#iſhment of Heretioks, when God has' given them 

no Right to intermeddle, would: tale be the 


actual Iapumity of ſuch Hereticks in this World, 


in regard of 2hoſe* who have no Right to puni/þ 
: chem here. _ il = * arg inn. 


e N than 


» an 
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the Zeal of thoſe, t hom be ba 5 f 
ſufficient for that purpoſe, to remove ſuch Scan. 


ſturbing the ehe rat and Nin Gag, 


than in the Impunity of many other great Cri- 
minals permitted by Providence to efcape Coer- 
cjon here, rather than that any private Perſon 
ſhould puniſh them: The Jewiſh Zealots in the 


Theocracy never preſumed to vent their Zeal a- 


gainſt criminal Judges, as our Adverſaries do a> 


gainſt the Orthodox, as well as Heretical Biſhop. 


Haw could they have been endured in any Fo- 


 ciety, if they had done ſo? Yet they had pro- 


viſional Divine Revelations and Prophets of eſta- 
bliſhed Reputation, and the Oracle of Urim to 


| ſecure them againſt: fzlſe Pretenders to Zeal for 


God's. ſake, without which, no Innocence could 
have been ſecure. However, I hope our Adve 
ſaries themſelves will not plead fo hazardout Pre- 


cedents under the Goſpel. The rather ſo, becauſe 


their, confining themſelves within. the Bound, 


their Subjection is (till 8 reconcilable witn 

their Daty to the common Faith, . | 

can be e expected from Perſons: in 
ndition. They may ſtill di: 

believe the Here, They, may oppoſe the Pro- 

Pagation of them, ſo far as Arg bi 


Faith, ſo far às it 
their ſubordinate C 


ument Can 


: 


e our Adver- _ 


available. for that purpoſe. They may pray fot 


the Converſion of the  Heretical Biſhops thema 


ſelves... And, in Caſe of unreclaimable Obſtinacy, 


* ” 


% 


pray God 


om he has given Power 


dal; gut of his Church regularly., and. without, di- 
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to interpoſe, by ſtirring up 
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Thus it appears, that there 
5 4 — „ de fich Ae deen 
ment, and ay. rg _ 1 Duties be 2 pe, 
ragencent to Schiſm, it and even to the Diſcipline of 
_—_ , migh 22 7 the Church, as our Adverſa- 
fence of a good Cauſe, TIES ſuppoſe, that, may ſerve 
to a& beyond the Pow- them as a Plea for one againſt 
** _— pere the other, as if it had been im- 
Upon tem. poſſible to obſerve them both. 
Their Return to the Church's Communion will nei- 
ther oblige e them to own any Heretical Doctrine, or 
to diſown that which is Catholick, It is not the 
E of the Catholic Doctrine, nor the Profeſſion 
of that Belief, that has any Reſtraint laid upon it, 
even by the Canons themſelves. It is not even 
an Defence of the Faith that is e er with 
their Sehordination. They have, indeed, no more 
Right to Spiritual Cris over their Biſhops; than 
| . they have, to Temporal Coercion over their Lamful 
Prince. Let that binders not their being obli oed | 
to. Paſſive· Obedience to their 99 75 as wal as 
their rintces, when they cannot lieve as they 
would have them. But to leave the Commurrion 
of their Biſhops, fo long as they retain their Epi- 
'  Feopal. Dignity, by, their old Canonical Right, and 
to ſet up, or join with, oppoſite Altary already 
erefed againſt them, is no more to be taken for 
Paſſive Obedience, than it would be, if, upon the 
Unlawful Commands of 1 Temporal Prince,” they 
ſhould renounce their Allegiance to him, or join 
| MH: Rebels — * in Hepilities in 
Ne m. 
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Now in Fal. 85 
him. For all oppoſite Communions in the Churcb 
are — to be in Hoſtility with one another, 
as rejecting each others Communicants, and re- 
ceiving each others Excommunicates, as the like 
Reception of Refugees, and the Refuſal. of Prote-— 
Fon to Alles, is generally taken for a Token f 
Hoſtility in the State. What then is the Reſtraint 
they complain of? That they cannot Act en. 
ſevely againſt ' Criminals in the Point of Here, 
by Deprivation, or Excommunication? That S. 
je#s, cannot exerciſe Acts of | Government, even 
Acts of Government of the higheſt kind, and in- 
con ſiſtent with any Subjection ? And howiean they! 
be ſo partial, even in their own Caſe; as to think: 
this allowable, or reconcilable with the Ends of 
Government ? This would be a perpetual Encou- 
ragement to Schiſze, if a Zeal, even for the Faith, 
could deprive Superiors of their Lawful Authority, : 
without any Judicial Sentence of theit competent 
Judges, and free their SubjeFs from their Duty, 
otherwiſe undeniably being ſubje#:to them; and 
if, by their Rebellion, they might pretend to gain 
new Branches of Power to which, they could 20 
pretend before, by which they mieren : 
| Rebellions,... If this bare Charge of \ Hereſy (of 
which the Separat iſis themſelves muſt be allowed 
to Judge, both as to the Doctrine they are pleaſed 
to call Hereſ, and to the Perſons whom they 
Judge Gzilty of thoſe. Doctrines) may ſuffice to 
intille them to a Power of Puniſhing Judicially by 
Deprivation and Excommunicat ion, though that 
Power was never given whilſt themſelves. were 
FO Y n e 
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Communicants : This will encourage Factious Per- 
ſons to make Schiſms on little Occafions, and Per- 
e Reſentments againſt their Biſbops, when they 
3 to call any of their Opinions Heret ical. 
the nem Powers acquired by their firſt Schiſ, 
will enable them to perpetuate it to future Genera- 
tions by a "Right as good as that was by which 
they began it, that is, by the fame Power by which 
alone thay could defend it. They could not juſtify 
their Separation from their Ordinary;ſo long as they 
could wot deny his Communion to be Catholich. 
Fhat were to confiſe their Separation to have 
been from the Cat ſoliet Cummunion. Nor did 
they deny the National Communion to have 
been Catholick, till this nem Difcovery was made 
of Hereſy in ſome particular Ordinarzes , not 
yet ſadjetted- to particular Cenfures, Nor "could. 
| they they conſequently deny that the Communion of the 
Heretical Biſhops was Cathdlick alſo, as contained 
under the Gleien of the National Church.” I 
ſee'no/ Pretenct the could have for it, ſo long as 
the ffereß of the 558 ps concerned in the Charge 
080 Hertſy is'only — and does not any way 
Alter the Terms 2 Conminion, which themfelves 7 
| ut Catholick formerly. This is 9 4 ety Caſe. 
| 5 . pretend that any of de Here are 
ampoſed as f'Communion by the Nationd 
115 vet the National Church is the only c- 
4 2 ney * of Terms of that Communion whit his 
National. Nor can any Private Biſhop, not Boch. 
the Herotichs themfſclyes, pretend to any "Terms 
of Communion but t are National, reins, Fol 
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he owns himſelf a Member of the National Church, 


< and expects that his Communicants ſhould be ad- 


mitted: to Communion in all the Churches of the 
Nation, Nor does any of the. Biſhops, concerned 
in this-Charge, inſiſt on his Hereſies, as Conditions 
of his own Communion. Our Adverſaries there- 
fore cannot pretend, that even thoſe . Dipceſar 
Communians, where the Biſhops are really concern- 
ed in the Charge laid againſt them, have cau{ed. to . 
be Catholick by any Ac of the Church it ſelf; nei- 
ther of the National Church; nor even of thoſe 
| Biſhops to whom they impute the Cauſe of their 
Separation: To whom therefore can they impute 
this pretended. Caſe, that our Communion which. _ 
was formerly owned for Catholiob, even by 
 #bemſelues, has now ceaſed to be Catholick, but to 
themſelves ? And how can they pretend to ſuch 
a Power over Communion, which they never re- 


paration it ſelf; or on account of ſome nem Powers 
accruing to them, in an Extraordinary way, on 
account of their Ort hodoxy ? But if they will al- 

low theſe ſame Right to other Separatiſis. real- © 


conſider, how they can be able to oe the 


many future Schiſmes which may be, and may be 


perpetuated, on theſe Principles. I hope their old . 


_ Nill- reſtrain them from giving a Precadeut to 


Conſequences: ſa: pernicious. to that Union, which, 


. I abominate. . 


even themſelyes will. lo heggti- 


T% 
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5 2 1 NG if they eee have 
gr 2 ariſon made between the 
e 28 SLOT” .the — — and the true Com- 
in. © wennion, it is certain that both 
: dre neceſſary to Salvation, tho? 

mot in an an equal degree. And the true Communion 
has the advartage of the two. The true Commu- 


_ #ion is that which makes us of the Number of 


God's peculiar People, who are hir by Covenant, 


and to whom th - exceeding great and precious 


Promiſes ſtipulated by that Covenant, do only be- 
long. The true Failh is only one of the Conds- 
tions requiſite to qualify us for an Admiſſion into 
the true Communion, but cannot confer on us 4 
Title to thoſe Promiſes, pleadable in Law, before 
our actual Admiſſion to the true Communion. \ The 
Devils believe and tremble, yet that gives them 
ho Title to Salvation, becauſe they are not 
capable of Admiſſion into the tue Communion on 

Term. However, believing alone, without 


30 © Batiſ, is not by our S Doctrine, ſuffiei- 


ent for fecuring Salvation. And Baptiſan is our Ini- 
| tation into the true Communion, They therefore 
wd did already believe, are required to be bapti- 
red, if they would ſecure the Salvation for which 
they ehen ſtood Candidates. 80 8. Peter, Accs ii. 
tothe Jews, who-enquired what they ſhould do 
10 be ſaded; He anſwered, Repent and ie ks ized, 

woof vou. They were already Orthodox in 


- the Faith; being convinced by the foregoing Dif- 
' -courſe* of 8. Reter, how Tran hot C ect | 
55 
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been in their Cruciſlæion of the Lard of Glory. 0 


8. Philip to the Eunuch : He admits him to Baptiſpe 
on the Suppoſition of his true Belief. So S. Paul 
to the believing. Jaylor, upon the like Enquiry, - 
what he ſhould. do to be ſaved : He alſo ſatisfies 


him by actually Baptizing him. On the ſame Ac- 
count, the Orthodox Faith of the Catechumen: 


was never ſo underſtood, as if it had excuſed them 
from the Baptiſan to which the whole Diſcipliue of 
their State of being Catechumens was only deſigned 


to prepare them. On the contrary, provided that 


Men were ackually in the true Communion, t he true 


Faith it (elf was nat ſo much inſiſted on, when 


there was no danger of Errors deſtructive of the 
irue Faith. The true Church therefore never 


ſcrupled che Admiſſion of Infant to her Rö 


by the ſtipulation of others for them, though they - 
were, by their Age, uncapable of actual Faith ; 
nor even Idiote, from whom it could ever be ex- 
pected that they ſhould be capable. She admitted 


them however to an ad⁰ν Right to the Divine 
Promi ſes ſtipulated for in the Haptiſual Covenant, 


without any acfual Performance of any ane Condi» 
tion requiſite for that (ouenant, on the part of tbe 
Candidate, by the Rule, of the Covenant it ſelf. 
Nor did ſhe doubt of their Exjoyment of the Cele- 
ftial Promiſes made over to them by that Covenant, 


though they died in that State of aFuab Incapacity 


of performing any one Condition of that ſame Cove: 
vat. This made the molt zealous Converts ſo 


impatient of unneceſſary Deleys in procuring their 
F | CE" e 


Baptiſan. 


go The qe in Viem, 
Beptiſm. This made Pesitents ſo careful of their 
Naticum before their Death. + Plainly conſcious 


how little their Orthodoxy in the Faith could have 


availed them without the true Communion. The 
fame was alſo the general reaſon that made Peni- 
terte ſubmit to Auſterities of long continuance pre- 
feribed by the Biſhops and Penitentiul Canons, in 
order to the Recovery of the true Communion, from 
whence they had been Judieially ejeFed, though 


not for any Error in the Faith. So that this Belief 


of the Inſufficiency of Faith, to atone for the want 
of the true Communion, was indeed Fundamental 
to the Diſcipline of the ſevereſt Ager. So far they 
were the from oppoſing the Faith | ofthe:Church to 
ts Dif chplime, and from the very thoughts of pre- 
5 Farh before the trace Communion. And 
much more ſo, from doing, as our late Brethren 
do, from ſeparating willingly, when they may keep 
tbe true Faith themſelves, and the true Communion © 
| ad; z and _ exerciling ang which were 
teyer given them, for ſeing up, and perpetuativeg, 
an 7 Communion, b à very ll ＋ bedent for 
FR bs Schiſts. oe 210 $18 Tits? 
* 155 Al ctiis while, our Adverſa- 


| 2. O dit ries ſuppoſe that thete are no 
FEE 3 Matters of Fab con,σrned in 


— wers their leævin the true Canernuni 
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which they pretend to preſerve by their Separation, 


to the Doctrines of Faith which oblige them in 


Conſcience to keep to the true Communion, which 
muſt therefore be denied and deſtroyed, in, order td 
the Defence of their Separation. The Queſtion be- 


ing thus truly ſtated, the Enquiry then ought to 
be, Whether of theſe two ſorts of Doctrines of 
Faith be more momentous? and therefore, Whether. 
of them were to be preferred in ſach a Cafe, (it 
there. had been one) wherein it had been impof- 
ſible to comply, in PraFice, with both of them? 
Communion it (elf is a Tug of Arbitrary Divine 
Inſtitution, which we could not have therefore 


Lear if God, who infliared it, had not alt Res. 
vealed it, that it is our Duty. Here therefore isa 
Doctrine Divinely Revealed, and Teds pe · 


ceſſary to a Church with a Communlon. And h 


Bog 


can they deny the A ent to a Fundamental Doltrine - 
to he Faith? But he has not oply required dur 
Communicating with each other, but has Retbated: 
_ ſeveral other Doe 

on his Authority, oblige us in Conſcience, to , 
out ſelves. into one Communion, and to be fies 
to the Governonrs of that Communion, without, 
- whoſe Conſent we cannot enjoy the Benefit of that” 
 fatne Communion. . Such are theſe; That Salvation 


riger, which being believed alſo 


9 


is not to be obtained but by rhe New (en anf of. 
the Goſpe/: That none can plead a Right to this. 


Covenant, but they who have it ſealed to them: 


That the S-als are the two Sacraments appointed 
by our Lord for that putpoſe: That none can 


13 


22 lbhbe (aſe in Viem, 


2 theſe Seals, but they who are Authorized by 


Ame 


* 
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paration.) will zot be difficult. The Faith con. 
cerned.in the Creeds, framed in oppoſition to the 
dliſtind Communions, was committed to the Care of 
the Church, as a 1 5 inveſted with Powers ſuf- 
ficient to preſerve them in her o- Body, and to 
expel them out of her Body, who ſhould endeavour 
to corrupt them, and ſhould prove refra@ory upon 
the Interpoſition, of her Authority for reclaiming 
them. Thus it appears that theſe DoFrines which 
are Fundamental to the Communion, and Body, and 
Society, and Authority of the Church, which are 
Fundimentally requiſite. to qualify her as a Truſtee, 
13 for the Preſervation of other. Da&rines committed 
4 to her Truſt, muſt needs lie nearer to the Found a- 
ion of the Church as a Spiritual Society, than thoſe 
DoFrines which were committed to her Truſt, as 
ſo qualified antecedently to the Tyuſt it ſelf, though - 
the Dorines entruſted with her, as ſo. qualified 
for receiving the Truſt, be alſo ſuppoſed Funde- 
mental. Thus it appears, that they who. ſeparate 
on pretence of theſe Secondary Articles, do, by. a2 
neceſſary conſequence, prefer Articles leſs Funds» 
mental to thoſe which are more ſo. And what is 
this, but to run into greater Hereſces, out of a pre- 
_ tended Zeal for avoiding ſnaller ? They do, in 
Truth, overthrow the Credit of thoſe very 47. 
ö zaintain by their 


1 6 


r b TAS EPS. Eco _ 
x 5 _— ae to _ 


* 


ticles, which they pretend to 


Separation. And that by this very AF of Separa- 
ding on that Account. God certainly intended 

that theſe entruſted Articles, which were to bs 
conveyed to. Poſterity, by the Tradition of the 
a „„ | Catholick 


. K 00 8 Þ 40. 


94 The Caſe in View, 8 
Catbolicł Church, ſhould, as to their Credibility, 
depend on the Credit of that ſame Church, as an 

Authentic Ka of what had been ſo Depoſited 
with her by God 
Had ſuffered no Change ſince the time that it had 
been depoſited with her. But they who can find 
in their Hearts to ſeparate from the whole Epiſcopa! 
Callege, for an Article of Faith, muſt in defence of 
_ their Separation, charge that whole College with a 
' Preach. of the Truſt committed to them, at leaſt in 
that particular Point of Faith, for which they Se- 


* 
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Which was abſolutely zeceſary for keeping her 


that it was ſtill Ancorrupted, and 


parate. How then will they prove that Article, 


for which they are ſo Zealous, uncorrupted? Not 


certainly by the Teſtimony of the ſame Church, 


from which they Separate, but by recourſe to Ori- 


5775 wherein the diſtance of the Apoſtles. was 
leſs, and the Teſtimonies of the Epiſcopal College 
were more Unanimous, But if the Hereticks of 
thoſe times had taken the ſame Liberties, which 
our Friends have done, of leaving the Communion 


of the Epiſcopal College then without any Auto- 
_ rity that could Judge fo 


r Communion, and of ereF- 


Wie 2b 


oppoſite Altars, without any old Power received 


„ moni | has 

12 whilſt hey were is the Communion, that might 
\chable them to head an Altar ; ſuch Precedents as 

| 8 if they had been approved in the Church, 


4 


jave diſabled her to maintain that Power 


Traditions uncorrupted, and for being an Authen- 


inſt of their being ſo. They might en 
ao have made what ſeparare Bodies they pleaſed, 


*A 


. .. 


eee 
=2 


TA 


R. 


_ 


Cas 7 


Rus 


— 


Now in Fa. 9 


and pretended what ſecret Traditions they pleaſed, 
when, by the Power accruing to them by ſack _ 
 Separations, they alſo might pretend to be Anthen- 
tick Witneſſes of their own Traditions, Such FaFs - 
being allowed for Precedents, would. weaken the 
Church's Authority in all other Traditiont, as well. 

as of thoſe concerned in our preſent Diſpute. 


Zut they pretend that the 
Biſhops who. have fallen from 
our Church. Catholick Doctrine 
of Nox-Reſpſtance, have changed 
the Terms of Communion with 
them from what they were 
formerly. We might here have 
expected that our Friends ſhould 


A in the Nat 
Bi in the Houſe 
Lords for burning the 

Oxford Decree, was not 
cient for introdu- 
a new Article ot 
Faith, or a new 7 


have named the 


Synod, and the Canon, wherein this Change was 
made, wherein their zew Doctrine was defined as a 
Matter of Faith, and inpoſed as a Condition of 
Communion 3 wherein the Oppoſers of Reſiſtauet 
have been declared Heretzcks, or, at leaſt, eæcom- 
municated as ſuch, and the old ſtanding Dodrins 
of our Churches in this matter repealed by an Eceie - 
feaſtical Authority of the ſame: Church, equal to 
that, by which it was at firſt iatroduced among 
us. We might, at leaſt, have expected ſome word 
of da Lepſed Biſhops, though not Judicial 


or Synodically 


delivered, which might, by fair I- 


terpretation, ſeem to iuport ſomething. like the 
things no mentioned, which, if they could have 


oe 


done, might indeed have given ſome Appearance 


Truth to this charge. But even this t 


9 
hey could 
a 3 
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- 4 perform, and therefore have not attempted it. 
bey cannot pretend any Sy#od wherein. the 


Queſtion has been debated: concerning nem Terms | 
of Communion. How then can they pretend any 
Authority for nem terms equal to that, by which 


the old terms were ſettled, which may, in reaſon, 
be thought ſufficient for repealing them, and for 


mmtroducing the new terms, ſo as to make them 
- obliging co the Conſciences of particular Communi- 
cants ? All they pretend, as a Convertual Act, 
for the purpoſe, is the ſhare the Biſhops had in 


the Decree of the Houſe of Lords, for burning the 
Decree of the Univerſity of Oxford, wherein, a- 


mong other things, the true Doctrine of the 


Church of England concerning Non · Reſiſtance had 


been aſſerted. This they will needs have paſs 
for 2 Judicial AF of the Church of England, con- 


. demming the Doctrine of Nos Reſſſtanre, and im -· 

paſing the Doctrine of Reſiſtance as a condition of 
Communion with the Chureb of England.” It is 
| ſtrange that they ſhould do ſo, where the whole 
Deſgn of the Lords did not concern Communion, 


but Political es Where Communion does 
een ſo much as once mentioned 


"= not ſeem fo have | 
in the Debate, which could not have been avoid- 
ed, if even the peccant Biſhops had: intended to 


have impoſed their own Opinions as Matters of 
Faith, or to have condemned ours as Heretical. 


This, they well know, would have obliged them, 


* 


Communion from their Collegnes of the Epiſcopul 


Order; 
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min the conſequence of it, to have withdrawn their 


Oder, if they had deſigned any Innovations ini 
the Faith, or in the Terms of Communioh. But it 


fallen bave no. A, „ 


er 


is as plain, in Fu#, tbat no ſuch. Breach of Con- 
mumion , therefore, in all likeli- 


Hollowed; and, | 
hood, was never intended by them. We are, 1 


am ſure, in the Communion on the ſame Terms 


whereon we were before the Schiſm,. occaſioned, 


by te Laical Encroachments on the Rzghts of 


our then :nvalidly deprived Fathers. Nor do we 


* * 


find, on our Reconciliation, any zem Terms of 


Communion exacted or expected from us. So vbe- 


ry untrue in Fa# is this Suggeſtion of out Ad- 
verſaries, and groundleſs as to the Deſign of the 
offending Biſhops themſelves. Had any ſach thing 


been intended, the Biſhops ought to have acted in 


” 


a ſeparate Body; and not to have been included 
under the Majority of Suffrages of the Houſe of 


with the. purely Spiritual Rights of the Church, 


though they had all been unanimous in their De- 
terminations. They cannot pretend to give, or 
validly. to deprive of, Spiritual Benefits performable 
only to God, and exceeding all Secular Power. ty 
And whatever. coerczve Power” they may baye 

to foree the outward Mar, they have no Appeat- 


. * * „ 
5 


ance. of any over Conſtience; when they tranſ- 


greſs their lawful. Powers, and meddle in Affairs 


which God has never committed to them. Yet, 
as the Biſhops. are included in their Houſe, they 


may Oui- vate the Biſhops by a Majority of their 
have 
ſhewng 


— 1777 . — ts nt 
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_ _ grounded on: their Baronage. Therefore, the Bi. 
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2:01. Ste ng thou poſh hs 00 bad voted © 


| - again tbem, and that an The projriſ- | 


cons Votes therefore of this Houſe” are not regar- 
dable in the Matters of our preſent Diſpute. Nor 
did our Adverſaries themſelves regard them in 


the Caſe of the late Schiſn. The Biſbopr were 


preſent, and probably” obred union y for the 
Þupoſtrion of thoſe Oarhs by which their Brerhien 


were geprived. Tet we did not therefore take 
their Deprivation. tor Symodital, bit proteſted" a- 


Safnſſ it, with regard te Conſcience, as purely Lai. 
cal, nd not having any Tagredient of kat Power 
whic was properly Sacerdotal.” The Right 
whereby the Biſpope fit in the Houſe” of Lor 


op of Man, tho 4 je e gan f the Church of 
bifhop of Tork; and, there. 


8 107% having piſco opal. Orders” of the ſame Nind 


with 311 choſe 05 er Nuß ffragens of borth"Provinces; 


| yer t He has no Seat in the Houſe of Lordi, berauſe 
5 e 


has ho Eglifh1 Barony 1 to his ee. 


this Right of Baronage is purely Secnlar, and can 


gercfore give him 6 855 bt to ber meddie Alec. 


| Belt in any Matter atk 1s not of the ſame Na. 
Hig 2 with his Barony. That is, it dan enabhlẽ him 


d. jutermeddle only with the Te: aporal Right. an- 


per d by Law to Spiritual Officer: r not with the 
ee Offices themſelves, to which thoſs' Sect 


ar, Offices are, by Law, annexed. Accordingly, 


de ever find cn Bacre of the Honſ of Ear 


2 5) 1 


no, 
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no, nor af the whole Parliament, ever 8 on 

the Subjects, by Spiritual, but only by Tenporal 

 Coercions,. Which 5 would not have been; if the 

| | Porer exerciſed by even the Biſhops themſelves, 
. 1 155 Houſe, bad been any way properly Spiri. 


| tal. We may, therefore, juſtly admire, that any 

bf our Friends, who were lately fo nan mont itt 

5 aſſerting the Spiritual Rights of the Biſhops, not 
x _ only againſt tlie Houſe. of Lords, but the Whole 
8 Parliament, ſhould now be for including. Acts of 
— Spiritual Authority in the Biſhops. Votes, as af 

. bers of the Howe of Lords alone. Yet, in the Cafe 

1 wherein we are now. concerned, the 9 

1 | Lame, even of Henry VIII. have Heft this "Ris 


the Clergy untouched, though not ſecure, If 195 5 
her * may b for Precetttntt Wr r the like | 
of Encroachmegts for the future. The Parliament its 
e- ſelf. cannot e make new Articles of Faith Nt | 
14 out. the Conſent of the Clergy, So far the Houſ#'of = 


7 alt alone, are from bein ing way powered fo 8 to. 
ie That cannot. poſſihl Mel u erſtood of the. Biſhops 
yt 8 included-i in. 71 — ſe of Lords, in which Senſe 


an they are included in the Parliament, and cannot 
* he oppoſed ta it. It mult, therefore, *neceſfarily be 
V. underſtood. of the Clergy ating. in 2 ſeparate 5 
lim * dy Hg the whole Parliament, as well as from the 
an- of Larde: Otherwiſe,” there can be no 
the het 4045 as that of an AZ of the whole Points 

at can be made invalid for Wat of the Con- 
N ſeat of the Clergy, as this Ad plainly ſuppoſes. 
That Caſe can WY then fall out, whe the 
no, ; H 2 ; Cle 4 


—__ 


+ by the fame Laws, allowed tO mo 
. ing in conjuntlios Xe 
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Clergy's unani mou: Suffrages are over. ruled by 2 
Majority of Tempar: } Suffrages in the Houſe of 
Lords. That is ſufficient 4 — the Commons join 
with them, to make the Senſe of the Parliament 
contrary to the Senſe of the Clergy, not as included 
in the Parliament, but as acting in a | ſeparate Body. 
Yet this Conſent of the Parliament is nos ſufficient, 
by our Lew, to introduce a vm Article of Faith, 
if oppo ppoſed by 135 Body of the Clergy, confidered, as 
Aan id, in a ſeparate Body. But che Votes of the 
bop in the Houſe of Lord. 1 only for the 
ev of the Houſe of Lords, which is only one of 
the ewe Honſet of which the Parliament confiſts. 


And, therefore, cannot pretend to a greater - | 


thority i in this Matter, than both the ouſes put 


together. What therefore is done by e in 


Parliament, cannot introduce a nem Article of 
1 till FEY . b, 19 Senſe Ee the 


e 


ot * our N . 7 1 the ets ir of Fo 


- However »nanimous among themſelves, cannot, by 


Law, pretend to a greater Anthority than what i 13, 


6 EY thaw? ; 
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_ . However, though the Do- „ e Rigs, 
3 1 „ 2 The Bi s - 
| ckrine of Non-Reſo ance be not | ine from choir oh — 
condemned as Heretical by any e, loſe their Au- 
% OO. £0. 6...  thorityy, though they 
| Judicial Sentence of any Syno- | guid make a Majority. 
dical Authority; yet our Ad- 
verſaries think it /;able.to ſuch a Cenſure, becauſe 
it is 60 f the Senſe of the preſent Biſhops de- 
clared on ſeveral prbl:ck Occaſions, becauſe they 
conceive'the Sexſe of the Body to be concluded by 
ag 1 WT. IE . . a | 
the Majority. But, though we ſhould give, not 
grant, all which is here alledged, in favour, of our 
old Friends, to be true; it will not amount to 
what is neceſſary for their Cauſe, I believe, our Ad- 
verſaries cannot produce one of the Biſhops who 
Was concerned in that, or any other, publick 
Cenſure of our Doctrine of Nox-Reſſtance;, who 
5 ever cenſured it as Heretical, or whoever owned 
WM 1 „ e of Communion from Perſons of ang- 
| ther mind from themſelves, as a. juſt Conſequence of 


: | their new Paradoxes, fitted rather to Reaſons of 
; State, than any Concern that Religion was thought 
„ _ to have to oblige them to thoſe Cenſures,. Their 

; Singularitier, therefore, and Innovations, as to 


this Matter, ean be no more than private Perſonal 

N Errors, which can never warrant Eccleſcaſtical 

Fer cee ee from: chem. 
whilſt even the erroneous Biſhops: themſelves do 

| | Hiſpops Chemie 

b | you concern Communion in the Diſpute, either in 

| Dodrine, or Fact, or any juſt Conſequence dedu- 


aqaiie from the Cenſures themſelves,” Thoſe Bifbope | 
1 themſelves could not think themſelves obliged to 


F = vary from ite, whatever Men may. 
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exclude; us from their Commnioh for Aiffering 
from them, when they could v judge our ons 
as they are pleaſed to call it, Heretical, The ta- 
ther fo, becauſe they are conſcious thar themſelves 
are the Innavators, © Why then ſhonld Subjet?s be 
erore ſevere in dealing with their Swperiors, who 
have the better Right to exerciſe Severity when 
themſelves had Judged It neceſſary But the a- 
Jority of the Brſhops are pretended; to be againſt 
us. I am not willing to enter ſcrupulouſly -into | 
an Examination of the Faults of our Syperiours. 
Nor does our Cauſe” require it. That is an Enqui- 
ry fitter for the Epi/copal College than for Sub- 
jeckr. Tet, without this, it is not eaſy to deter- 
mine, Whether Party has the Setiſe of the Majori- 
25. Vet it cannot be denied but that we had the 
Majority, from the Settlement of the Epiſcopa! 
Reformation in theſe Kingdoms (till the late Di- 
ſputes concerning the State occafion'd/the preſent 
Differences between us) even in Ginion. Then, 
it was plain, that we had the luthoriry on vun 
fide; and, therefore, all that Preſumption for a 
2 Dodbrines being true that can be deduced 
from its being ſeconded by a Humane Ani hori- 
#5; It is withal as true, that Truth can Hever 


has been once True, muſt till contime to be 
8 ſo, whatever Meltitnlles' may Heſers it who had 

_ eoreed formerly with the toftint Profeffions 
of it. So, I am ſure, the Cathalick Church judged 
Mm the * of 8. eee The! Men Faith 
was 
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was at feſt received univerſally s the particular 
Churches of both Parts of the Roter Empire. So 
was le the Excommunication of Arius 9 his 


$5 AV 


tir, be gre 555 95 of the Biſhops f fel back i 
what themſelves had profeſſed before, many of 
them as to the Faith, but far ore as to the Com. 


muni on wi ith Arins, 


8. Jerome 
ady,. Tuciſeriandt, « owns the whole 
World to have been Arian. And 
in the Weſtern Empire very few 


.comed. A 
Li i. c. 3 


E 


* En. ad Ecel. Ni- 


Theodoret. ' 


cl. Hiſt, 


are exceßted by the Laciferians, in their Libellus 


recum. ; 


And Arius himſelf boaſts, that 2 the 


Auel was of h mind: He means the A, ares 
Arbiter, wherein Nicomedia was the See of Eu- 
ſebins, to whom he writes, 'Yet” he adds ſeveral 


125 00 of other Provinces allo. 


This was his 


before the time of Conflantius, under whom 
9 Number of the Lapſers was conſiderably en- 
Hs. And both put together, the Teſtimony 


Lyciferians for the Weſt, 


Arias. the. Arch- Heretick for the EP, 


alſo the 4 poſt 
much for 
the w hole. World was 


and the other of 
taking in 
0 5 under Cor e e will not fall 

of "the Expret ion of 8. Jerome, *that 
ide "Arian. S. Jerome 


himſelf never 3tended to extend it beyond the 
3 Acceptation of thoſe Ages, Wherein the 


A 


H 4 


Roman 
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Roman Empire is commonly called the World ; 
ben. with relation to the Chriſtian Religion, 
which had not ther made any great Progreſs be- 
jond the Bounds of the Reman Empire. And, in- 
deed, the Baniſhment of 8. Athanaſius into the 
We ſt, isan Argument how zyumerous his Enemies 
were in the Eaſtern Parts of the Empire. For, 
that-Bariſhment was not intended for a Puniſh- 
went by Conſtant ius the Great, who bapiſhed bim; 
but for the Security of his Perſon, to remove him 
farther from thoſe who had miſchievous Deſigns - 
agairiſt him: So. we are aſſured by his Son Con- 
ſtars, in his Letter concerning his Reſtitution to 
His See of Alexandria. But the Catholicks never 
in the leaſt regarded the Numbers of Apoſtates, as 
to any Authority that could accrue to them from 
their Numbers. They were all, in the Eye of the 
 Eeulefiaſtical Tribunals, how numerous ſoever, on- 
ly ſo many Criminals, and were thereby made un- 
capable of ſitting an thoſe fame Tribunals which 
were to ju: e them. 80 even the Dozatiſts, in 
Optatas, j ed in the Caſe of their own: Lapſers. 
The Traditores on the Bench received thoſe at the 
Bar, into their own Number, and referred their 
common Canſe to God, and the Conſoi cientes of 
thoſe who were: concerned, when they were 
themſelves charged with the fame Crime, of which 
they were before the intended Judges, That was 
for Maut of une xceptionable Judges, which might 
1 give Reeves POP beth, as well the . 


nels 
5 


1 nals on the Bench, as thoſe which were at the Bar. 


Nor does Optatur, in the Name of the Catholic, 
condemn. the Equity of theſe Proceedings. He 


only takes Advantage of their own A4oknowleds- 
I nent, that they alſo had Biſhops guilty of Perſonal 
ö Faults, from whorffthey did not ſeparate, as they 

bad done from the Catholicks for Perſonal Faults 


only charged, but never proved againſt the Perſons 
charged with them. No not after all the Pati- 
| ence the Government had ſhewn, in hearing what 
ö they had to ſay upon that Argument. For my 
1 Purpoſe it is ſufficient, that Apoſtaſ) from Do- 
J _ Frines, formerly received, has been allowed as a 
1 | juſt Exception againſt the Authority of Deſerters, 


for judging concerning the Cauſe which has been 
deſerted by them. That our. Friends very well 
know to be the Caſe of rheſe Biſhops, whoſe Au- 
tboriiy they ſo willingly make uſe of to find Ex- 
_ reptions for continuing out of their Communion, 
but not, as they ought to do, for an Argument 
 obligeng them in Conſcience to return to it, rather — Wl 
than to continue in a State of Schiſpe or Separation, Sege | 
. Thoſe Biſhops changing their Minds in a Thing 
that cannot change as they do, is an invineible Ar- 
gument that they have been miſtaken in o ff 
their contradictious Dodrinets. And, on which 
# Side the Miſtake lay is im poſſible to be determined 
by an Authority convicted of being cantradickious. 
This Change therefore has extinguiſh d their. Antho- . 
iz, and has left us to an inevitable Necla of 
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Enquiring into the Aſerit of the Cauſe, as the on- 
ly remaining Meant for a Determination. Yet, if 
we were. to judge which of the two Authorities 
were to be preferred, the Preſumption ought to lie 


” 


in Fayour of the former, whilſt they were yet free 
from that Conviction of Error, which they 
brought upon themſelves by their later Hcunſi 
| Fency. And it is certain, that this muſt be the 
Way. of Proof, if we will prove our Do@rine of 
Paſſive· Obedience to have been one of the Trad;- 
tian committed by the Apoſiles. to the Church, 
anted by them; and that the Church has really 
been faithful to her Truſe, ig keeping this particu- 
lar Tradition uncorrupted. In that Caſe the firſt 
Declaration only of the Church can be taken for 
a Teſtimony of Apoſtolical Tradition. If She ever 
| Pretend to a ſecond Declaratian, and that contra. 
Auers to the firſts the very Name bf ſeeond 
Declaration, and its Contradittouſneſs, will make 
her Fidelity. ſuſpected; and the Docrine depend- 
ung on ſuch a ſecond Declaration, will not be caps. 
_ ble of being proved e on account of 
ſuch a Teſtimony; ſo juſtly liable to a Suſpicion of 


 Jofidelity, nay manifeſtly convicted of Infidelity, if 
the tmo Teſtsmonies. of the ſame Church ſhould 
prove manifeſtedly cortradiGory, This I am ſure 
of, that if the preſent Biſbops will pretend to be Au- 
thorities of the Churchof England, they mult adhere 
to the former Determination, wherein they have 
been Unarimons from the beginning of the Re- 
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; formation of our Churchto thevery modern Apoſtaſy. 
| Not only the Arceflors, but the unhappy, Lepſers 
themſelves, have profeſſed our Dockrine of Non- 
Reſiſtance. And, whatever they zhoyght, durſt 
not profeſs, as they do now, if they would enjoy 
the Reputation of being true Sans of the Church 
of England, or fair Repreſenters of her Senſe. 
They muſt therefore return to their former Bo- 
frine if they will ſpeak conſiſtently. And they 
muſt (peak conſiſtently, if they will pretend to 
any Authority. And whenever they pretend to 
vary in any oint of Frith from our Old Church 
of Exgland, they ous It no longer to pretend to 
be one Communion with our Old Mother the _ 
of England, wherein » we were all unite i apt 
| This even our peccant Biſhops have not done vet, 
not even ſingly taken, and ſeparately, fo as to 
wer-vote the Members of their more com ee erde 
thren. And, if they could do fo, they who are 
but a part of our Church in our preſent depenera- 
ted State, cannot poſſibly pretend to carry their 
Innovations of Faith, if any ſuch had been; by 
a Majority of Suffrages, which we cold" have op. 
ſell to them, whilſt they and their Brethren were 
all Unanimous. Nor have they yet declared their 
fingulay Opinions to be their Senſe, as a Cn 
. on, either out of an Eccleſfaſtical Jadicatory, or 
in One. Tet till they do fo, I know not how. 
| por: 25 Friends can july their EB 


* * ao "vt rr . wk ft oe” | 3 11 * 2 


| 408 The Caſe in 75 ew, 
/ But ſays a worthy. Friend of 
nge mine: Can any Teſt be put more 


 Farnis does not prove - forcibly, or Term of Communion be 


fing Peſis * chat Preſi d ſtronger upon the Conſcience, 
of Faith, or any than by putting it into the Form of 
A e 4 Prayer, and obliging us to ſay 
' Church and State? But if we will not be determined 
Ex that Authority, but Except where it gives ur 40 
Power to except; we can have no Obligation of Con- 
ſcience fo ſuch an Authority And we may thruſt 
our: ſelves into ſuch C 3 when they, mind us 
not ; but me cannot be ſaid truly to be of their Com- 


musnios, in any Eccleſeaſftical 5 8 1 wich this 


Gentleman had more thoroughly confidered what 
I have ſaid concerning this Subject when I conſi- 
dered it profeſſedly in my. farther ProfpeF. Thus 
I have ſhewn that there is no ne Obligation to to 
Anſwer Amer: to the fe Fenſtve Prayers; and that it 


. unreaſonable to pr es old Rubricks or the con- 


cluding. Prayer to that purpoſe, as if it was then 
intended ehat they ſhould be extended to Pragers 
not thought of when thoſe Rubricks and that con- 
|  eluding Prayer was made. But I will not ow en- 
large on that, Argument for which I am likely to 


have another, and that a more. ſeeſorable, Occaſi- I 


on. I now conſider it only as it is here urged for 
- proving the Impoſition of a nem Term of Commy- 
nion, to be internally afſexted-to by every Indivi- 


Aal Perſon at the Communion. And ſo, I am 


{ne the Antient Church had, and uſed. ſtronger 
| * 


Amen 10 at , by alt the Authority of | 


Impoſitions on the Conſcience of her Communicants 


when ſhe intended that Doctrine ſhould be taken , « 
for an Article of Faith, and for a Condition of 


Communion, than, it ſeems, this Gentleman 


thought of. She would not have contented her 


ſelf with impoſing Prayers, which had ſuppoſed 
the Doctrine of Reſiſtance true, if ſhe would have 


' impoſed that Doctrine on the Conſciences of her 


Communicants, She would have added Expreſſions 
in thè Prayers themſelves declaring for the Do- 
Frine of Reſiſtance, and others alſo ſignifying the 
Perſon to whom the Reſiſtance was intended, that 


fo it might appear whether it was intended againſt 
a lawful Power. Otherwiſe it could not appear 

that even all who joyned in ſuch Prayers did, in 
their Conſcience, believe the Princes againſt whom. 


the Prayer was made, lawful, as we have reaſon 


to believe that ſome who join in the Offenſive 


Prayers do not. Yet, if they do not, their en- 
ing in thoſe Prayers will not neceſſarily convit 


them of the Heretical Doctrine here ſuppoſed, that 
Neſſſtance is lawful, even in that very Caſe of Law- 


ful Powers, They would not have contented. 
themſelves with ſuch Conſequential implyed Belief, 


which was notwithſtanding capable of any Con- 


ftrutFion' by which the Communicants might elude 


the Heretical Do&rine, if the Inpoſtion of the 


Do#rine itſelf had been intended. They would 
have declared for it in plain Words, and as a Mat- 
ter of 'Faith, and with an Anathema againſt them 
who disbelieved it, that a Churches might take 

n : notice 
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notice of it, nat only ziyſeried it in their own 
private Liturgy, wherein the Catholick Church had 
not been concerned, but only the Members of 
private Diſtribt. Even by our own preſent Con- 
. ſtitution, however ſhort of the Primitive, the 
. compoſrug; of theſe Prayers would not have been 


left to thoſe few: private ror xe are. uſually | 


concerned in drawing up Occaſtoual Offices, where. 
in no dergerous Canſequences are apprebended, 
without any Delegation from the Collegrate.s. Had 
any internal Aſſent been expected, and much more, 
if any new Article of Faith had been impoſed by 
the new Formsz they would have framed them 
in an Aſesrbiy of more Authority than thoſe Ordi- 
dinary Ones, whereby ſuch Occaſional Forms are 
introduced. They would not have taken upon 
{ves to conclude the Majority of their alſens Bre- 
thren, without Delegation, without Prayers, 


which might ſpeak for them, without ſo. much as 


bonſalting them, either by Word of our h, or by 
Leiters. Can this Gentleman call this all the Au- 
#bority of the Church, by which the Senſe, even 


pf the Majority of the Biſpops, cannot poſſibly 


be known? Nor whether the Majority would 
even have al/owed them, if they had been parti- 
cularly conſulted? Could they expect that the 
Zenerality of the Laity ſhould aſſent internally, when 
they do ot know that the generality of even the 
Biſhops, will do ſo? I am ſure, they can lay no 
Obligation on the Canſciences of the Laity to do 
What the generality of the Biſhops Might Cor. any 
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thing they knew to the contrary) refuſe to do. 
They could not preſume it, when the Caſe had been 
confeſſedly new, and wherein the vexſe of the 
abſent Biſhops could not be judged of by any for- 
mer Experiment. They would have had Regſon 


to have feared, that the greaten Authority of the 


Epiſcopal College would have appoſed them, if, for 
no other Reaſon; yet for their taking upon them 
to determine 4 new Article of Faith, wherein, al. 
Biſhops are equally. concerned without conſulting 
them, nay without their Knowledge. This would 


have raiſed Prejudices againſt ſuch bold Determi- 


ers in Affairs of ſo great and common Importance, 
though they had been otherwiſe favourable to the 


particular Article fo determined. It is therefore 
very a»likely, that the Compoſers of the nem Forms 


oy 


either foreſaw, or intended any ſuch Matter likely 


to be gathered from thoſe Forms, as the changing 
of the old Iernt of Communion, or Innovation in 


the common Faith. Had they deſigned it, they 


could not however have effected it, ſo as to vblige 


the Conſciences of all the particular Communi- 


cants. The Laws of the Land do not allow the 
whole Body of the Purliament to introduce a nem 
Article of - Faith without the Conſent of the 


Clergy, ſignified in a ſeparate Aſſembly of their own 
Order, as I have already ſhewn. Tet that is the 
higheft Authority of the State. And as little do 


the Canons allow a ſmaller Number of the Eccle. 


Haſtical Body. without Conſent, to conclude the 


umbers 
foever, 
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fever, any Right to determine Terms of Eccleſi. 
ical Communion. © Nor have they in the Caſe of 
the Do#rave of Reſiſtance pretended to determine 
it as a Term of Communion, or to the Right of 
doing ſo. All the Groùnds that I know of, that 
the Gentleman his for thinking ſo, is only that 
precarious Aſſertion of his, which he has taken up 
without any Authority df the Church, that Perſons 
may ſeparate from the'Communion of any Church, 
which has any particular Expreſſion in her Publick 
=, Offices to which he cannot heartily Anſwer Amen. 
Were this fo,- every Prayer works be a Condition 
of Communion, of how great, of how little, Im- 
pottance ſoever the Matter had been that is con- 
cerned in that Prayer. So every particular Church 
would have Terms of Communion proper to her. 
ſelf, and there could be no ſuch thing as Cat ho- 
lick Communion. Such are all thoſe Prayers which 
are made for the Advantage of one Body, but to 
the Prejudice of another. In ſuch Caſes all the 
Members of the Body, to which the Things'pray- 
ell for are-advantageons,'are con cerned and obli ged 
to Jon, if they will-ſhew their good Will to their 
Country and Nation. Yet, for that ſame Reaſon, 
|. all the Members of the other Body, with whoſe 
| Tatereſstlie Prayers uſed are inconſiſtent, are obliged 
to 5 from ſuch Prayers. Suppoſing al 
Churches were never ſo fully agreed in the Ortho- 
dox Faith, yet it cannot. þe avoided; but that 
Wars would fall out between their ſeveral Princes, 
however otherwiſe Ortbodox in the common 
5 3s 1 Fail. 


Prayers, unlawful for him to conſent to, had bee 
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Faith. In this Caſe the Subjects of both Princes 
have Prayers inſerted in their Publict Offices for 
Succeſs to the Arms of their own Prince, in which 
they are obliged by the Law of God, as well as 
the Law of the Land, to join, and that veraci- 
duty. Yet this cannot, by the fame Laws, be 
done by the Subje#s of the Hoſtile Prince againſt 
whom thoſe ſame Prayers are deſigned, if any 
fuch Subject of the Hoſtile Prince ſnould have any 
lawful Occaſſon ot Obligation to be preſent at ſuch 
Aſemblies of Perſons of the ſame Catholick Come 
manion, Muſt they therefore divide from each 
others Communion; and condemn each other as He- 
reticbs, on account of ſuch partizeular Prayers ; 
wherein they cannot both of them join conſiſtent- 
ly with the Diſcharge of a good Conſeitrice? They 
muſt neceſſarily do ſo, by the Principles of our 
| Adverſaries; but not by ours. Each of them may 
receive his Naticum, if he be in danger of Death, 

from Prieſts of his Hoſtzle Nation, though fome 


mix d with the 1 Office. And they do, oni 
both Sides, by their Preſence at ſuch Offices, own 

the Authority of the local Governours in impoſing 
Publick Offices, though differing from the SEnſe of 
private Communicantr. Nor is this any more than 
what they are both obliged to own by the Terms of 
 Catholick Correſpondence. Thoſe Terms will nece{- 
farily make it their Duty, to own and ſubmit to 
this Authority of the local Juriſdictions alternattly, 
as their Occaſiont do require; Nor is there ay | 
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Conſequence that, becauſe we may uſe our Liberty 
of diſſenting from ſome particular. Publick Prayers 
in Matters of ſo Temporary a Nature as this is, 
which is the Subject of our preſent Debate; we 

may therefore take the ſame Liberty of diſſenting 
from Prayers, wherein Matters of Faith are indeed 
concerned. Theſe Things are changeable, accord- 
ing to the Changes of Governments, and of the 
Perſons of the Governours. They cannot there- 
fore be feared to be perpetual, and are therefore 
more eaſily born with, for a Time, by Subject, 
who may think them inconvenient in their own 
private Opinions; nay, may think them unlamſul, 
if not to be #ſed, at leaſt to be impoſed. But this 
later Unlawfulneſs Governours, not Subjects, are to 
anſwer for; and therefore will not excuſe Subjects, 
who ſhould, on any ſuch Account, withdraw from 
the Communion of their Governours on any ſuch 
Account. Governors indeed, for the Time being, 
are really the moſt competent Judges of Things of 
fo variable a Nature. But Hereffes are Do@rinal 
Propoſetions, which cannot vary; but if they be 
once true, muſt be true for ever. Here therefore 
there is no ſuch hopes of Amendment by the Change 
- of Cirenmſtances. There isnot therefore the fame 
| Reaſon for bearing with Errors of this Kind in de- 
ference to our Superiors, as there is in the other, 
Yet, while the Hereſy of our Diacęſas is only Per- 


Feral, though we be obliged vo to folow him in his 


Hereſy, we may. notwithſtanding bear with it, till 
the Epiſcopal College deprive him; which alone 18 
* . | | the 
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the Rig br to do ſo. And we have à more likely | 
Profped, that the Epiſcopal College, when they are 
free from the Reſtraints of the Laity, who have in 
Conſcience no Right to-lay thoſe Reſtraints upon 
them, will ſhew their Zeal, in exerting that Pow- 
er which God has given theme for this Purpoſe, in 
 releaſeng the Church from their Subjection to him, 
when they ſhall find the common Faith concerned; 
than they might think themſelves obliged to do, 
when no higher Charge had been urged than that 
of Male. Adminiſtration: TI 
Yet there is à great deal of 22 They who jim in 
difference' between ſinful Fats he Oe Shiley of 
; ang Hefeſtes, though our refu- a ſinful Fa#, but not of 
Ang our Aſſent to ſuch Prayers, enen 


wherein either of them are conpern'd, ſecures us 
from the Sin of both. But in the Offenſroe Pra- 
ers, there are only Sinful Fas, which we ſecure 
our ſelves from the Guilt of, by refuſing our Aſſent 
to them. We cannot. | veracionſly anſwer Amen, 
wben we do not mean it. We cannot juſtly pray 
for Succeſs on Arms, againſt our D#ty ratified by 
folemn Oaths. Yet we cannot charge even them 
who do what we dare not do, with Hereſy, but 
only with Violations of their Duty, in our Opini. 
on; for which we think we have 161500 enough 
to make them of the ſame og with zs, if they 
would impartially conſider it. Buy. Drunkards, 
though they be Sinners, yet are hot Herericks, uni- 
ſeſs they defend the Lawfulneſs of the Sin t ey 
are guilty of. Yet an unalienable Lobe of the Sis, 


E And 
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and a Concern for their own Reputation, whilſt 
they continue impenitent under the Guilt of it, 


may bring them even to that at /aſt, that they 


may not omn themſelves. to ſin againſt their own 
Conſciencen. And God often gives up thoſe to 


ſtrong Deluſions, as the Apoſtlereaſons in the Caſe 


of the old Heathen Philoſophers, who had not re- 
ceived his Truth in the Love of it. So natural it is 


for Errors in Practice obſtinately defended, to en- 
gage Men, who ſcruple no Ways of defending 


themſelves, rather than repent and amend what 
they do amiſs; to Errors in Doctrine and in the 
Faith. Tet, till that be the Event, we ought not, 
in Juſtice, to charge them with it. At preſent, all 


that we can charge our Fellom Communicants with, 


even by our own Principles, are only the Faults of 
following erroncons Conſciences, or of reſiſting their 


| Confſciences rightly informed. But, whetherſoever 


be their Caſe, they muſt anſwer for it to our com- 
mon Judge, not to us. That is ſufficient to ſhew 
that we are under no Obligation to leave the Cam- 
munion for their Sakes. At preſent,we cannot charge 


even our faulty Brethren with Heretical Do@rine ; 


if we will judge of them by their avowed Princi- 


. ples. They do not pretend it lawful to refit a 
dea; 


lamful Prince; but they alledge an antecedent 
ſon, by which they pretend him vt lawful, be- 


fore they think it lawful to reſiſt him. Either 
they pretend the Prince, reſiſted by them, never to 


have had a Title, or that it has ceaſed, before they 
reliſted, him. It ts, therefore the Doctrine which 
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is owned by them; but, the Doctrine which we be- 
lieve they ought to own, by the Principles of that 
Education, which has been common to them as 
well as us, that is really gailty of the Hereſy with 
Which our Communicants are charged by our late 
Brethren. But till that Doctrine be openly owned 
by them, their Sint, purſuant to that Dockrine, 
will be only Fas, not Hereffes. Yet I deny not, 
but that theſe FaFs are too much countenane d and 
encourag d by DoFrines too openly inſiſted on by the 
Party. Reſftance could do no Hurt to any Go- 
verunment, if they, who, by the ſeveral reſpective 
Conſtitutions, are empowered to judge of what is Be- 
neficial or Hurtful to the Publick, were allowed 
what is due to them by thoſe ſame Conſtitutions. 

That would reſerve the Judgment of what is well 
done as what is i done, to the Supreme Governours,n 
from whom no Appeal is allowed by the Laws of 
the ſuppoſed Conſtitutions, Thus the Miſmanage- 

ment of inferior Governours ought to be jadged 
and puniſhed, by thoſe Powers which are really S- 
preme: That is, which alone have Right to the 
Civil Sword, which. is the Inſtrument of Civil Co- 
ercion z which therefore can never be reſiſted right. 
fully, if none befides has a Right to the Sword. by 
the ſtanding Laws of the ſame Societies: Unleſs 
we can imagine a Reſiſtance prafticable without a 
Sword, which muſt be allowed to be the Inſtru- 
ments of Reſiſtance, as well as of Civil Coercion. 

Thus the Miſmanagements of "ſubordinate Gover- 

nours ought to be redreſſed by the Supreme z * = 


* 
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if it be indeed Supreme, muſt be ſuppoſed to have 
a Power of executing its Decrees, that cannot be re- 
fiſted by the Power of any ſubordinate Bady in the 
ſame Society. But the Miſwanagements of the Su- 


preme Governours ought not to be reſiſted by any 


Members of the ſame Society; becauſe it ovght not 
to be reſiſted by its own Sword, and there is no 
Sword in the ſame Society which is not appropriated 
to, and which, ought not to be, empowered to act 
by a Commiſſion derived from the Supreme Gover- 
ours; That therefore which is truly Heretical in 
e this Affair, and which is indeed ſubverſſue of al 


lowed for determining the Seaſons for having Re- 
courſe to Arme, than what are allowed by the Set. 
tlement of the ſeveral Conſtitutions reſpectively. 
The Reſiſtance being deſignedly againſt the S. 
preme Governours, cannot be managed by any but 
Subject. And that it may be managed by them 

_ effetually, they muſt judge of the Provecations and 
fit Seaſons for calling the People to Arms. Theſe 
therefore ate the Propoſitions which our Friends 
cenſure as Heretical. But none of them are ex- 
preſly mentioned, or even ſuppoſed, in the Prayers. 
They who ſignify 20 Aſent to the oſfeſive Prayers, 
are, for certain, nt concerned in them; though 
they had been there. Many, who do ſignify their 
Aſent to thoſe very Prayers, do as little believe 
theſe Propoſctions true as we do. And, if their 


Practice do not agree with their Belief, the utter- 
moft that can be ſaid, even of their Caſe, is, 
i 1 „ Þ 32 ͥͤ ᷣ owe? 2, i3 That ; 
1 ** 
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Civil Governments, is, that other Judges are al- 


0 


Now in Fak. 119 
That if they nom thoſe Propoſitions to be falſe, 
without which it is impoſhble to juſtify their Pra. 
_ Gice, they act agæinſt their own Conſciences, and 
are guilty of Heretical Practice, if I may ſo ſpeak; 
but, by no means, of Heretical Belief. Nor will 
Heretical Practice ſuffice to juſtify a Separation of 
Communion, any more than any other vicious 
Practice. Even in the Apoſtles Days no Separation 
was made by. Eccleſraſtical SubjeFs from thoſe, 
who by their Works denyed God, fo long as their 
Profeſſion of him with their Months qualified 
them for being continued in the Church's Communi- 
on. Nor can theſe Heretical Practicers be called 
Hereticks, any more than the Atheiſtical PraFicers 
can be called Atheiſts, 

But our Adverſaries pretend, 


that I have my elf owned, that 32, I did formerh as 


: . do now, own, that 
Hereſy Was 4a Cauſe ſufficient to 1220 3 Decent 


juſtify a Separation from Biſhops, munication. But I did 


who were guilty of it. I did ſo or ro af be 


in my Vind. of the Depr. Biſhops, inflicted by Ecclefiaſti= |} 


P. i; n. 23. But I never allowed 2 8 
it as a ſufficient Cauſe for Eccle- 9 . 
fraſtical SubjeFs to do ſo, before | 

Biſhops, that were Orthodox, had led them the 
Way in doing their Duty firſs. Nor did any Exi- 
gency of the Cauſe I was then pleading for, require 


me to do fo. They very well know, that we had 


then Biſhops, who had a better Title to ſeveral Eng- 
liſh Dioceſes, than they who were poſſeſſed of them. 
Theſe were they, whoſe Right I then defended, 


I 4 , 1 
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to maintain their old Original Altars againſt the 
new ones, erected in oppoſit ion to them by the Ri- 
pals gbtruded upon them by the State. So that 
our deſerting ſuch Biſbops, did not then leave us in 
a State of Segregation (as it muſt do now) but im- 
mediatel joined us to another Epiſcopal Communion, 
wherein we could enjoy the Comfort of Epiſcopal 
Offices, by a better Title, and a ſurer Hope of a 
Ratification in Heaven, than if we had received 
them from their , injurious Rivals and Succeſſors. 


Tbis was full Satisfaction to the Conſciences of the 
Eccleſſaſtical Subje&s of thoſe particular Dioceſes 


wherein the Uſ;rpations had been made. They 


. know withal what was then argued, concerning 


the Contagion of the Schiſm into all the other Dies 
ceſes, by the Communion maintained by the Biſhops 
of thoſe Dioceſes with the principal Schiſmaticks, 


By this Contagion, the Benefits of the better Com- 


winals, they had no Right to be — 


munion was propagated to the Communicants of the 
other Diocefes alſo, and the Obligation to adbere to 
our Commutiion, in order to the Attainment of thoſe 
nefits. They remember alſo, that, by this Con- 
ſequence, our ſmaller Number of Biſhops had acqui- 
red a Right to AG in the Name, and by the full 
{RT WV of the whole Church of Eygland. This 
enabled them, by a Minority of Suffrages, to 
counterbalance the greater Namber of Biſhops of 
their own Order; becauſe, as Schiſmatich 5 and Cri- 
d as Bi- - 
Pops of the true eee much leſs to vote in the 
Ter concerning thoſe who were of another So- 
2 : COM ciety. 
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ciety. |This gave them alſo a Power, not only to 
maintain their own Communion in all the Dioceſes 
of Exgland, but to deprive their Adverſaries of 
their Right in Conſcience, to their reſpective Di- 
ſtricte, for their Hereſies, and to ſubſtitute Orthodox 
Succeſſors in all their Thrones. | But the Caſe is quite 
alter'd now. The Poſſeſſors are, in every Dioceſe, 
 Rightful, And, therefore, the Body of them are 
now, without competition, the Church of England. 
Whatever Biſbop, therefore, ſhould - ſeparate from 
them, would, by that Separation, make himſelf a 
Schiſmatick, and loſe his own Authority. So far he 
muſt be from any Right or Authority to deprive 
them of #heirs. Therefore, all the Remedy we can 
hope for nom, muſt be from the Orthodox Biſhops 
of their mn Body, when God ſhall be pleaſed to 
give them Power, as well as Zea! and Right, to 
exerciſe their Juriſdiftion on their Heretical Col- 
legues. Theſe are they alene, who, by my Prin- 
 ciples there laid down, have a Right toexcommuni- 
cate, as well as to deprive their guilty Collegues for 
their Hereftes. . K „ „ e ane 
But the chiefeſt Confidence „ Th. N 
of my Friend is in the XVth. under Plovillt Date an- 


Canon of the Synod of Con- II called 4. B. when it 

Hy 5 allowed a - be» from 
a Biſhop not yet Synodically condemned, even to Eccleſiaſtical Subjects; 
when the Biſhop profeſſed his Hereſ) notoriouſly ; yet did not᷑ allow 
it in Caſe of /ucb Hereſies as had not been before condemned, and that 
| Symodically, though the Syed had made no particular Application to 
the Perſon of the Biſhop, who did not broack, but reuiue the Here. 

However, that Caſe is not agreeable with ours W. 4 4 


\ 


A 
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flantinople, commonly called A. g B. where the 
Caſe is mentioned of a Biſpop preaching up his He- 
reſy in the Face of the Church, and a Separation 
following upon it from his Commuſtion, by thoſe 


who were ſatisfied that the DoFrine was indeed | 


Heretical. Yet the Canon is favourable to the 
Caſe of ſuch Separatiſts, It does not only excuſe 
them from the Puniſhment mentioned before in the 
Same Canons, of thoſe who ſeparated -7g cu 
$1&yr65106; but Honour them with the Commendati- 
ons which become Orthodox Perſons, though ſuch 
Perſons alſo ſeparated res owned; due · This is 
fo underſtood by this Gentleman, as if the Here,, 
for which the Commended Separation had been made, 
had never been Synodicalhy condemned. But ſuch a Se- 


ation as this would have been liable to the ſame 
Charge which is laid by theſe ſame Canons againſt. 


Separatifts from their Superiors for Crimes of Life. 
This would be to take the Metropolites Office ont of 
his Hand. Murer, dr Thy xeiow,” Can. XIII to 

whom, and to whoſe Synod, the Biſhop was as ac- 

. conntable for Errors in Doctrine, as for Crimes in 
Practice. And what Confuſions and Schiſmes muſt 
have followed, perfectly inconſiſtent with the Diſ- 
cijpline of that Age wherein theſe Canons were 
made, if Eccleſiaſtical Subjects had been allowed to 
withdraw their Communion from their reſpective 
Ordinaries for pretended Hereſſes, before the Deci- 
fon of an Eccleſiaſtical Judicatory, whether the 
Doctrine was indeed, what it was pretended to be 
by the Separatiſtt, really Heretical? How 4 1 

HC 
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ſuch a Separatift ſecure himſelf, that the Eccles 
ſtical Tribunals 


| that the Reaſons inſiſted on by ſuch an Original 
Separatiſt, ſhould appear as-convimeing to his Supe- 


or rather by the Epitomator of the Canons on 
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(by which the Eccleſiaſtical Body 
was to be determined) would ſecond him in with- 
drawing his Communion, if they had not, as yet, by. 
any Overt Adt, ſignified how they were affected 
in the Caſe? Yet if they ſhould ot, but ſhould 
ſtill cantiuue their Communion with the Biſhops, the 
Excommunication of ſuch a Separatiſt could have 
#0. effect on any but hiasſelf. Their ding with 
the Biſhop would leave him as they found him, by 
being ſeparated from his Ordinary, ſeparated alſo 
from the Communion of the whole Body, which 
was to be concluded by ſuch Ecolefeaſtical Tribunals. 
The A of ſuch a private Separatiſt could not, in 
Conſcience, oblige or conclude' the Eccleſpaſtical Tri- 
bunals which were to follow. Nor was it meceſſary, 


riors as to himſelf. This had therefore obliged; 
him to take upon him the part of an Acthſer of 
his Biſhop, and expoſe him to a ſeverer Cenſure, if 
he ſhould not make good his Charge, to the Satiſ- 
faction of the following Ecclefaſtical Judicatory, 
who were to determine the Conteſt between his 
Biſhop and him, who would then be concerned as 
a Party. This therefore could not be the true 
meaning of the Authors of theſe Canont. Nor 
was this Canon underſtood ſo by Alexius Ariſtenus, 


whom Alexizs wrote, and whom the learned Bi- 
ſhop Beveridge thinks to have been ancienter than 
I: 165 4 90 . 38 : E . a 3 , Alexins ; 
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Alexins; which, being an authentich Work, and 
commented on by the Canonifts, ſhews, that this 
Canon of Photius was ſo underſtood in the Praxis 
of the 0 0A ag Courts of that Age of 
Alexius an 

Hereſy here ſpoken of in this XVth Canon, as 
already condemned v Cuubd d die rar That 
is by ſome Canon of the Apoſiles, or ſome Synod, 
or ſome Canonical Epiſtle of ſome famous Ortho- 


dox Father, which had been received into the 


Codex of the Canon Law of the Greeks in that Age 
wherein this Council made the Canons we are now 
ſpeaking of, which were therefore, in all likeli- 
hood, intended by the Fathers of this Synod. 


_ Themſelves ſeem to allude to it in the XIIIth Ca. 


non. They there give the Regſon why they were 
here ſo particularly ſolicitous to provide againſt 
Schiſmaticel Separat ions, becauſe the Caſe of Sepa- 
rationt, on Account of Hereſy, had been already 
fo well provided for, as that it did not hen fo 
particularly zeed their preſent Care. They tell 
us, that the Devil, having found his Endeavours 
of dividing the Church by | Hereſy. competently 
| Fruſtrated, had then betaken himſelf! to the nem 
Way of dividing it by Schiſms from their Eccleſi. 
aſtical Superiors. They ſay that the Herefres had 
already been cut wp by the Roots by the Sword of 
the Spirit, 7 nau W nduar@ rie wejppity' 
This Sword can be no other but that of Eccleſea- 
ſtical Cenſures, which had the ſame Effect in Ec. 
- cleſraſtical Coercion as the Civil Sword had in that 


Coercion 


the Epitomator. He underſtands the 
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Crercion which was Civil. Vet, becauſe the Weapons 


of the Spiritual Warfare are not carnal,they choſe the 
Phraſe of the Apoſtle concerning it, in calling it 
the Sword of the Spirit, Eph. vi. 17. As Spirit, in 
the ſacred Style, is oppoſed to Fleſh; and as Exe- 


cutiont, in thoſe Times, were generally part of the 
Office of Soldiers. . But the Exerciſe of the Ec- 


clefsa Jical Coercion was by the Canons and Canoni- 


cal Epiſtles, which, put together, made up the 
Bodies of Ecclefsaſtical Lams then received by the 


Conſtantinopolitans, as Canons were oppoſed to te 


Imperial Laws in the Nomocanones. Theſe, duly 


executed, had, in a great meaſure, extirpated the 
Here ßes a that 1s the cutting them up reep igus, which 


therefore excuſed thoſe Preachers at that time, from 


being ſo ſolicitous againſt emergent Hereſies as 


they were againſt emergent Schiſms. Yet, even 
in this Canon, they ſhew their Care that none 
ſhould render the old Hereffes which had already 
been, not condemned only, but lee ee And for 
theſe, the Separatiſts would have had ſecure 
Grounds to believe that the Body of the Eaſtern 


Cbureb would think themſelves obliged to ſecond 
then in their withdrawing their Communion from 


ſuch "Biſhops, though no Synod had been as yet 
«ſſembled, that might have given Sentence, con- 
cerning the particular Caſe of ſuch a Biſhop. His 
defending an already condemned Heretich, or any 
one particular Doctrine which had been condemned 
in that Heretieł, was enough toeſſare the Separatiſt. 


that the Church muſt think herſe} obliged to ſtnad tar | 


by 
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by bim, pur ſuantly to the Sentences She had given alread) il = 
| concerning the Doctrine, and the Perſons alſo, who had i 
irt promoted that Doftrine. This they might know from 
bros the Canon, and Canonical Epiſtles mentioned by Alexis 
Ariſtinns; by the Works of the Hereticks themſelves, and 
the Catholick Doctors who had oppoſed thofe Heretic and 
the Carbolick Synods which had condemned them. Not now 
to mention what has been amaſſed to the purpoſe, by Pho 
_ -#iu5 himſelf, in his Nomocan, Tit. XII. He preſided in this 
very Synod; and, therefore, muſt, in all Probability, have 
been acquainted with what that Synad had regard to, 
in its Judgment concerning Hereſies, formerly condemned, 
This, certainly, muſt have been the Meaning of the Au- 
thor of the XXXI. Canon, which bore the Name of the 
- Apoſtles. There Subject ſeem to be allowed a Liberty of 
Separation from their B:ſhops, Ji «Sites, as well as 4e 
for Crimes of Life as Well as Error in Belief. That feemes 
to have been the meaning of au from the Form of the 
e Atbenian Impeachments, which, in the Perſon accuſed, was 
aid au, It could not, certainly, be the Deſign of the 
Hiutbor, to leave the Subjects at liberty to call what they 
1 a Canon, any more than to call what Doctrine they 
Plea 
me. 


teafed - Hereſy. It muſt, therefore, be meant of both 

mes and Doctrines already put under the Sentence of Ex- 

- tommunitation by the known Judicial Determinations of the 

' Church: Thus this Canon ĩs eaſily reconcited with thoſe other 
which forbid Separate Aſſemblies from the Biſhops, without 
. any Exception at all. Such are Concil. Gangr. Can. VI. 


Concil. Antioch. Can. II. &. That they were not to feps- 
rate from the Communion of their own Biſhops, in either Caſe, 
on their own private Judgments of the Accuſations laid a- 
gainſt him; but that they might do ſo in either, after a 7 
* dicial Sentence of the Epiſcopal College againſt their Collegu, © f 
or agaiuſt another, whoſe Caſe had been the ſame 3; where: 
by Excommunication had been dtrionnced againſt the Fal, * 
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5 Whoever ſhould prove guilty of it. Such a * 
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Canoniſts call Excommunicationam ipſo fatto. All, there- 
fore, that the Synod could mean, in the Caſe of the Bi- 


ſhop, from whom: private Separation. is commend ed, 


though no Synodical Sentence had preceded the Separation, 


can only be underſtood of a Sentence particularly apply- 


ed to the Perſon of the Biſhop, which is very well conſi- 
ſtent with even a Synodical antecedent Condemnation of his 
Heretical Doctrine. Our Friends, therefore, ought to ſhew, 
that the Doctrines which are cenſured as Heretical in our 
Biſhops, have been judged Heretical, and condemned, as ſuch; 

in others, by ſome Eccleſiaſtical Tribunal of our Church, 
or the Catholick Church, before they can juſtify their Sepa- 
tate Communion from thoſe. Biſhops-who are guilty of them, 
if they will ground their Separation on theſe Doctrines, and 
defend their Separate Communion from theſe Canons. Let, 
if we conſider the Reaſon of the things themſelves, I very 
much doubt, whether even theſe Proofs- would be ſufficient 
for their purpoſe. The Greeks then were allowed. the free 
Exerciſe of their Eecleſſaſtical Diſciple. | This ſecaredeven 


the Separat:/ts, mentioned in the Canon of a Communies 


with the Body of their Epiſcopal Churches, after they had 
withdrawn their Communion from their own Ordinary. The 
firſt Alarm of the Publication of a aneiently co detined | 


Hereſy, would awaken the Zeal of the Metropolitan or 


Patriarch to a judicial Enquiry into ſuch a Cauſe, whereon 


the Orthodoxy of the whole Dioceſane Communion depended; 
And, whatever the Event of ſuch an Enquiry ſhould be, 
the Reſtitution of the Communion would neceſſarily be on 
the Terms of the Separatiſt; ſo that he could not be left 
deftitute of an Epiſcopal Communion, If the Biſhop ſhould re- 
cant his Error, the Separatiſt would willingly return to the 
Communion deſerted by him. If the Biſhop ſhould prove 
refraftory, the Subſtitution of an Orthodox Succeſſor would 
likewiſe reſtore ſuch a Separatift on pis oma Terms. But we 
are not ſo happy in our hopes of a f. bechy Determination. . 
A Separatiſt now, on ſuch an Account, may continue out of 
b, Wy 2 th Epiſcopal” 
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Epiſcopal Commutnion for his whole Life, before hie cal ex- 
peQ a Synodical Decree, which may reſtore the Unity of Com- 
— the National Church on the old Conditions. And 

his Segregation I have proved ſo far from being his Duty, 


t 
that it would indeed be his Sin, and would prove more 
hurt ful to his Soul thab it would be to forbear intermeddling 
iz ſuch a Caſe, till the Synod, whoſe Duty it is to take care 
of the Communion Aut horitatively, ſhould perform their 
amn Duty firſt, and, by wg \fo, prepare the way for his. 


1 do not now mention the juſt. Exceptions 1 might make a- 
gainſt the Authority of theſe Canons, if there had been any 
ted of them. They are neither ours, nor ever. were of 
any Weſtern Authority that ever pretended to a Right to con- 
clude us. They were made by Phorius; and for the Eſta- 
bliſbment” of his Schiſm againſt Ignatius. Made, I ſay, by 
him; who, ſoon after, broke off Communion with all the We- 
fern Churches. And that, for Reaſons; ſome of which 
concern , as well as the Romaniſts. This was an Obſtacle 
that hindered. their being taken into any of the Weſtern 
Cullections. They can, therefore, pretend to no Authority 
in our-Caſe, but what may be gathered from the Reaſon- 
alleneſs. of the Canons themſelves. And of that I have al- 
ready delivered my Opinion, which | freely ſubmit to the 
Judgment of my Superiore: +0 0 
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the Separation can be; continued. againſt thoſe ſame 
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. vs e e inde. N "_ with that 
ICIS alas oe” phi , Ceed do uy f. 
can therefore OT do validly-deprived, F athers,which 
dee pere Cee, formerly; jultifyed the Separa- 
Fon or tk ſame 'Sebiſnh. tion made on their account, 

| 462 id await that Injury. was conti- 
ee ee — -off being 1 
W725 \EPY | 5 4 t 


9 „ 0 3 


That Tnjuy,” e v very well 2 1s not now con- 
tinued, but perfectly extin guiſbed by the Deceaſe, 
of thoſe" who were emi in it? What Injury 
therefore can they now complain of, that ina? 
any Way relate to thoſe ſame Fitthers, that may 
any way ſeeni to Patronize a Separation nod on 
the fame account of thoſe fame Fathers? Can 
they * that by our ſaid Holy Fathers De- 
ceaſe, any Right is devolved on tho Perſon now 
living, 1 10 Is RilÞinjurioufly kept out of his Right 
by the ſamg Violence by which our Holy Fathers 
chemſelves ere excluded from their _ Right 
reſpeively ? > This, had it been true, might have 
made their preſent Separation look like a Continua- 
tion of the old, one, as the Injury of Succefſors: in 
| Rights devolved from Anceſtors may be reckoned 
for a Continuancę of an Injury offered to the An- 
ceſtors, if the ſame Rights had been queſtioned in 
the Anceſtors from whom thoſe Rights had de- 
volved. This Plea might indeed have had place 
in the Cafe of an' Heredizary Succeſſion but can 
have none in a Succeſſion that is Eleclive, ſuch 
as that is of Ecelefiaſtical Offices. In ſuch | Suc- 
ceſſtons none cn pretend to an Ad¹⁰νẽj⁸ Rights till 
he be cho en by the Conſent of thoſe who have a 
Canonical” ight to chaſe him. Nor can he ther | 
fore refornbly complain of any Injury that is 
offered him; if tre bt not put in Actual Poſſeſſion 
of his Offite immediately after the Demiſe of his 
Predereſſur. Nor can he plead any Title to Actual 

8 4 Nn till his Actual W in which his 
3 Pre- 


Re is no way, Te nor therefore 
capable of being Injured, as he therefore cannot 
be in the Poſſaſſun which muſt neceſſaril 7 follow 
the Election. Let them therefore be pleaſed to 
conſider how they can excuſe their Separation on 
acconit of our late inualidhyrdeprived Fathers from / 
being Schiſmatical, if they can pretend no Injury 
2 to them is a reaſon of their Separation. 
The moſt diſtant Ipſtance of a Pomer, that could 
poſſibly be derived from our late invalidly-de} 
er is that which might 9 8 deri 
from them by a Commiſſion, enabling the Perſon 
fo Commiſſionated to Ad with the full Authority 
ef Biſbop from the Death, of the laſt Suruiver 
of thoſe who had been invalid! 8 {Yeo this 
very Perſon could not Lam full V act then, becauſe 
he could not then find any wacang See that might 
be capable of receiving him. Nor could he, even 
* then; juſtly complain of being Injured by his being 
bindreui from executing his Commiſſion, by the Ful- 
_ neſs of the Sees, It is the very fame Pho which 
dur Friends themſelves inſiſted on againſt our pre- 
be fort. Poſfeſſors, as many of them as would fer: up 
in oppoſation. to-hur late invaligh-daprived Fathers. 
They alſo had an Epiſcopal Power given hem by 
ge 5: who had a Right to give Epiſcapal Pow- 
| 9 ah we all believed no Injury done them, 
3 we oppoſed their: exerci/ng that Pymer in 
the Piſtrict of our mnuabidly-deprived Fathers, be- 
cauſe that very Inualidity of e Nepriuction kept 
them, with. pot: 0 PRE In che lee 
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S as if fark a ere had never been. 
The ſame, Plea; which made againſt them then, 
makes for them note; and proves as ſtrongly, that 
1 510 empowered by a Commiſſion by oun late 
tdly-deprived Fathers, which had confined them 
from the Everciſzof the Power that was given them, 
till the Death of the laſt Surviver of 'thoſ& who 
had given it, had no Inj jury done them in being 
ſince hindred From 1 ing it at all, becauſe. they 
have nom no Facancy wherein they can egerciſe it; 
and their exercifong it in full Sees, will expoſe. 
43 to the ſame Charge of Schiſm with which 
or charged their preſent Competitors, when their 
was. the ſame that their on is now. Thus 
it appears that no Tirle of Ppiſcopa Power deri- 
yed, from our late invalidh-deprived Fathers ean 
be available ſince the Death of the laſt Suruiver 
of thoſe Fathefs from whom it had been derived. 
And the reaſon, why it ought to be ſo, is very 
clear. A Schiſm that is grounded on an Injury. 
cannot poſlibly laſt longer tha ppc Injur on which 
it i grounded. Thence it plainly follows, that 
Nia chiſin be grounded gn Perſonal Injurter, it 
muſt, in courſe, expire with the Lzves on which 
it is grounded. That is particularly, with the 
Life, of the laſt, Surviver, » This is exactly the 
of a Bilbop. as'to the Naber which. may A- 
crug to him on account of Iujuries committed a- 
gainſt his Perſoan. T They muſt all fall gether 
With his Perſon. And if he ſhould take won hin 
0 ee 00 them Ger: 95 on Death, thu 


would 


would be to Uiſpoſe "of them? after they ceaſe 
to be His own. It would be the ſame Caſe, as if 
a Tenent for Life ſhould venture to diſpoſe of his 


Tenerftent after his "Degeaſe, ' that- is after bimſelf 


cbuld no longer claim a 2 to it. This, would 


have been null in it ſelf. Nor could jt be expe- 
#ed that any Legal udicarory could ratify ſuch 
a Diſpoſal, whereby more would be diſpoſed of 
than the Diſpaſer could lay any Le l Glaim” to. 
Nor can' he who derives 55 oin ſuch a Claim pre- 


tend that he is injured if, he be e Be- 
nefit of ſuch a Claim. 2 

. The Separation ma 2 1880 bens dhe Boie ith 
gat which was befor# the 
8. The _ Sag, bo - Heath of the laft Surviver, be- 
eath of che loft Serv. cauſe” themſelves have been 


ver, is againft the pre- pleaſed to cbntinue it. At 
— Cangnically PP; TC | 


Propriztors. | © leaſt. its Continuanco may give 


then occaſion to think ſo. But 


as to the Queſtion we are now diſputing: of, the 


Parts of it are very different. Was inge 
a Schiſin concerned in both Parts of it ; bun 

of ſo different” a nature, that they who were the 
Catbolicks in the former Schiſm have here taken 
their Turns of being themſelves the Schiſmaticks 
in the later. They might oſſibly think, that by 
continuing their Separation, they alſo continued 


| 4 the 'Schiſm in the ſame condition it was before, 


and upgn the ſame Terms of Advantage tober 
ſelves wherein they \ were before, when'we alſo 
Fenn with thets, 0 garen the Jie 


* 1 ; 
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Cauſe. Accor ordingly 125 took their continuing their 
Separation for®Sredfaſineſs, and our Re- union with 
our former Nation. Church for Une hſeneſc. As if 
the Caſe were ſtill the ſam#, and we could give 
no better account for our leavin 21 their Coprronieg 
now than our Uneaſneſs under the Sufferings where- 
in we then ſhared with. them, and are till as rea- 
dy as ever to ſoyn with them in aſſerting the Rights. 
and Indipepdency of the true Communion. And, 28 | 
if We haf be WES failed in our Stedfaſtneſs to any 
Canſe, which 90 then believed good. This is, 
becauſe they dg not conſider how much their Cauſe 
is changed, though their Se . be the ſame 2 
If thei Continuance of the Separation had continued 
the Sehiſm i in the ſame condition wherein it was 
before; then I ſhould indeed have acknowledged 
ſome Force in his Defence. But it is certain, that 4 
the Cominuance of the Separation is not oY 
Argument of the ſame Schiſm that was before. © And 
we need to other Criterion for knowing whether the 
2 * be 1 e than this which may be drawn 
wry on which the 82 n was DN 


12 ob late venerable F athers. But as 
had to their Sees, 


Nc any. 2eriod than that of 
| theix 6 Hug nie could the Injury, which 


was dohe hem by the Deprivation, furvive that 
ſanie'Pericd, The Continuance therefore of the Se. 

arat AE the Decenſe of the laſt Surviver of 
185 y Fathers, cannot 8 now to a y 
Aſſer- 


14 
= A 


; 


Aﬀertion of their Londlhips Rights againſt any 
Injury that might concern the Pexſans of = 
Lordfbips. Tat Injury therefore being ended, A. 
ther Cauſe muſt be enquired for, that may be plez- 
for, confginuing the Separation upon account 
of a new Schiſm ſince the Expiration of the old 
one. And this can concern. none but the preſent | 
unrivalled Poſes. They only now have Tide 
to all the particular Diſtricts and ſingle Altars of 
which they are now. poſſeſſed, Nor can therefore 
any be Imured, but they by erecting oppoſite 4 
ts againſt their Altars, or by exerciſing any Ju- 
riſdliction without the Leave. of the Incumbents 
in the Diftrias now Lawfully and Canonically 
f:0ed by them, as the only true | Propristors.” 
Her the 75 of ſeparate Aſſemblies in any of 
Diſtrids muſt affect the Biſhops of 
the 15 Churches... Thus fi ſuch Separatifts muſt 
de the Author. Þ:; the Injury CN in the 


{aa Klin, and therefore W e 


W N to the Cafe: 75 * hats, 
h „e e ee . 
' the Sehen that was then con- R 
tracted by. erecting Altars . | 

ite \to,cheirs - It is certain. 

Jt as a Deprivation invalid. aut 
145 If could 51 no Thr SES 5 5 

om t m, 0 elther qu I - : tut pe +0 uc ors 
add any "Rights 0 25 3 which; —_ hn A A 
Ve not theirs before; 55 "nor could, 3 


+ 


* 


e . en S. Se eres eo e 


change the Caſe, 


* 
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gainſt the Rights of tlie other Biſbops then engas. 
ged in the Schiſm when they ſhould ceaſe. to be 
Schi ſmatic ks, and they who were the Injured Cam- 
nunion before, on account of the [nvaſron of the 
Rights then dete o to their own Biſbgps,, ſhould. 
y becoming themſelves the In-. 
vaclers of the Rights of other Biſhops in continuing 
the Separation longer than it could be j1ſtified by. 


the Principles on which it was firſt made. Hence 


therefore it follows, that it could not give them a - 
Power of heaping up a ſeparate Sucteſſion after their 249i 
own Deceaſe, becauſe the Right they had to juſtify W 
the Separation, then in being, depended on the Per- 
ſonal Injury offered to their own Perſons which was 
to expire with their Liver. Before that Injury M 
was offered, they had no Right to act ſeparateh | 
at all, but would have drawn the Guilt of Schifm 
on their own Heads, if they had then denyed their 
Communion to their Collegues in 15 Synods of which 

n 


— Oe Ae 


Right neren of ating 


J 


I. Y 
* 
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e ppendix. 

Weir Acting 28 2 2 ſeparate Communion from g > 
 Schiſmarical. Then all their Acts muſt fail in G 
cufſe, which was ground on the Temporary Rigbt F 
W they had of Acting as a ſeparate Communion, 2 
which as it begun with the Perſonal Injuries, muſt f 
240 dye with them. Of this kind was that of || 


| falNiruting Succeſſors to Rights. that muſt neceſſa- P 
rily expire before the Caſe of Succeſſſon can fall, 2 
This 1s a double Uſurpation 1. That of the Sub- ＋ 
ffictt ion after their own Death, when whatever 0! 


on Kigb: they had before, muſt be ſuppoſed to have tl 
been extinguiſbed with their own Lives - 2. That tc 
of encroaching on the Right of their Synod, by | . ® 
which they ought to be ouer-ruled in the Choice Fe 


and Conſecration of their Succeſſors ; of the fame || "* 
_ kind are all Act of what nature. ſoever, that are A 
intended for Peypetuity, which no Power can pre- 1 
tend to, that cannot pretend to be more than Tem- $ 
porary, and for no Term e the Lives of them, 5 
1 

00 

m 

Pl 

be 


0 
— to —— e n 25 hole . i 1 
| ot legally devolve- when that Power 3 —. A 
|- which is only Temporary and Perſonal.” 1 
more muſt fuch Ads. be Originally Invalid, NS 2 

are made with A defig n of eludmg the Devblurion, "_ 

* — of the ſame Right to thöſe who i '* 


are 


be —_ eſſed. 
. if e ſo grounded, on * 


Appendix. LL 
are the Canonical Sage to it upon the Extia- 
Gion of that Right which had before been only 
Perſonal. The Tale Intereſt. of the. whole Body 
8 to over: rule all private ſelfiſh Projects 
for prolon 2 Perſonal Rights beyond the Perſons 
who had formerly been inveſted with them. The 
Publick mult not loſe the Right for a Moment, 
as it muſt do if the Devolution be interrupted. It 
ought, in Reaſon and Juſtice, to take place even 
of private Right, and therefore much more of 
the fraudulent . Contrivances of concerned Perſons 
to make the Devolution unpracticable. The clai- 


ming any thing of thoſe kinds would make In- 
red Biſhops Gainers by the Injury that had been offe- 


red to them. if they had thereby been enabled to make 


Ads that ſhould oblige for ever by a Right chat 


ought to. periſh with their Liver; and to be for 
ever free from the Canonical Reſtraints of their 


1 Synods, to which they could not pre- 
tend before 1 Injury had been offered to them. 
This would encaurage Biſhops to make, if they 


could nat find, occafions for heading oppoſite Cont- 
munion$, when they might "thereby enlarge rhe 


Pomer g 


ave been Eſpecially when they 
might be indemnifyed. in ſuch attempts, either by 
he Secular * S, ON b a, Party too Poten t to 
Mu mult, in proceſs of time, u- 

in the Ny, when the Caſs. ould prove nume- 
ſonal Injuriet, 

1 5 may, 


| ven them at their Epiſcopal Conſecration 


Io | the Bounds within | which. they mult other- 
wile | 


' 


fectly Cured ; that the 


was poſſeſſed before the 1 en Bread. 
ſingle. Perſons were wrongs the” Epe, ſo 


| concerned in offering the 


: tur nit to Unity Wit 
tion 0 "the. Perſonal Injuries,” l the the hiſm Which 


may, Gtr ty 6 with Prineples of "Conſe 
be nee And all this with gradual 8 
Proportionable encroathments on the lawful Power 
of the common Body. There ought certainly to be 
ſome regard to the common Boates, when the In- 


| Juries which hav already oel ſeparate Com- 
mnions are known already to be only Peærſonul #nd 


Temporary; and that, Ie the Injuries are en- 
ded, it will then be their Duty to reunite” to 
their reſſ pective Bodiet. Publick-Ipirited Perſons 
ought, in the mean time, to take care that the 
good of the Publick be preferred to the Intereſts 


of a ſmall Party; and that the Ræronciliation Which 
cannot be preſumed very diſtant,” when the Sepa- 


ration, which is at preſent thought neceſſaty, is 


grounded on Reaſons only Temporiny. Care t kre⸗ 
fore ought to be taken, in the mean time, that, 


when the Seaſon of Reconfiliation « comes, the Wound 


1 n NE of . — 


tægrum, to 1 92 Plenitude* of Power of Wich the 


they were partztular Fn bs . Allo * | 3 
ter. Nor 18 there 


any more 1 0 chap the 7 1 motild loſe 


its Rig bre in diſpoſing” of the 8 3 e 
IS Fi it felf, upon the Ex 


had been Ly on thofe” Perſonal Infurics; 
than that tlie n Injure#ſhould Yofe their juſt 


ght. 
3 ein ee mer he ES 
uu. a Reconciliation og 


pi 


tion. They were then ſo far made 


by an invalid Dede even for the 


| — of their "own Lives reſpectively. No A& 


therefore of theirs, even Whilſt their ſeparate 
Communion was ruftiable, can be valid after the 
Death of the laff Surviver. Nor can it therefore 
prolong their Power after that fame Period; bur 
muſt be ſo far null in it ſelf, as it may pretend 2 
or ſeem to do ſo; as inconſiſtent with the Right 


the Publick Body has to be reunited from thence- 


forward, which Publick 1 ought to over-rule 


all qt ni Claims. 
Let, how certain Cowes it is, chat our | invs- 
huly-deprived: Fathers could © 


not gain any new Acceſſion 10. On tens ef Fqud- 


lity, Occupation. es 2 
of di by 4 Deprivation 1 5 wW ich 8 Un- 


confeſſedly mnwvalid; there is 1% for any other only 
however, 1 confeſs, an ap- equally ha 36 


invade. 
Pearance to the contraryy” that 


may induce our old Friends to think otherwiſe. 


All the Right which we, as well as they, ac- 
knowledged in thoſe ſame Fathers to Act in all 
aber Dioctſes, as well as their own, may look like 
a not Acceſſin of Power, becauſe they could * 
pretend to it hefbre. But, it lap the 
is not really ſo. The Potvęr exerciſed em 
in this particular, was really no more 1920 wat : 
they had- each. of them received at E hs is Conſecra- * 
iſbpp > the 
Cat holicł Church diffuſive, as that they 140 a Right 
to exertiſe the Power that was then given them 


#h fever Bhrhaney Wes profeſſed, where.cver thar 


b _ exerciſe 


Fg 


8 Appen mY 


| Biſbops inveſted with a better 


4 Sh. Cure 


exerciſe ſhould not prove inconſiſtent with the. Right 
of another Biſhop of equal Authority with  them+ 


ſelves. Thus they had a Right, of aQual Exerciſe 


in all. vacancies, where there were no. Catholick 
"Ri igbt for filling thoſe 
ticular vacancies. And this was truhy the Caſe, 


whileſt thoſe invalid! -deprived Biſhops lived, who 


were pleaſed to inſſt on their Right. The Body 
of our Engliſh Biſhops were ſo long involved in the 
Schiſmatical Contagion by their Communion with 


Tome / 8 Schiſmatick, and by their Sebiſm, 


made themſelves no Biſhops, as to any exerciſe of 
their Epiſcopal Power, and their di, rides. vacan- 


diet, by the Interpretation of Catholick Diſcipline. 


therefore the. inualidly-deprived Fathers 

dad the Power of the whole. Church. o . England, 
whileſt the whole Church of England continued 
» be one _ vacancyss And had this vacancy 
„they might in the Name of the 
ch. of England, have made Conſtity- 
tions that might have Eier Poſterity alſo, till 
they were .repealed by an Ausbority equal to that 
which made them. But this was no more an en- 


cregſe of, the Power which was given them at their 


firſt Conſecration, than it would. have Moni they 
had exerciſed the ſame Power in a Country, which 


had firſt been converted by them, "ohio had ne- 


ver heard of the Name of. Chriſt» before they had 
heard it from them. In this Caſe. there oqu - 
no pretence * an increaſe of Power in 
| Where there had been no amecedent. Right that 


could 
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could either giue: or forfeit what had been la- 


t 


: have been 2very where) among great Multitudes 
of Men in, Quntries yet #noceupyed, and, there- 
fore in that State of murual Equality, wherein 


they fuppoſe them ,, before any fort of » Gbvern- 


ſettlement, how rec ſoever they had been before. 
In this Caſe ee Title to his 
guota of the produ 


5 * ö 4 
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, , 
z 
V * 
2 * 
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e would perſwade us to 
ment had been ſettled by the conſent of all the 
Individuals, * were to be concluded by the 


# of the bi, Yer To, as 
"Coe 
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28 
Os every other Inlividuat all His the he Title 


his own Share exindiviſo, the nod 85 es be 
vided and aſcertainew. - er there is no Heceſſi- 


ty of making this State a State of Way (as Mr. Hobbes 
Would fain have perſwaded us) If Men would even 
| then have acted like Men, that” is, like: Reaſonable 


Creatures. That very Reaſon would make onny 
Individual ſenſible, how much it is his Intereſt 


| keep a good Underſtanding with all wi hs 88 he 


converſes, of whole good Will he may any time 


ſtand in need. It would make him to prevent 


them by good Offices of his own, as _ Engagement 
for doing the like for bim when he ſhall need 
them.” It would oblige him to do to them, as he 
would have them to deal with him. And 25 each 
Individual has thoſe Rights antecedently tog any 
political Partition, ſo he Is capable of being injured 


=; any ſuch Rights be derzved from him. Occu- 


gel Age in this caſe, confers a Right, Provi- 
t che occupying Perſon occupies no viore 
than what, upon an equal Partition, might fall to 


his own bars. But if any pretend, in this Caſe 


to gccußy fo much of the Common, as not to leave 
enough to anſwer” tlie ProportiquF# af this Mu!- 
titude, (whom we are fot vet to call a Soctet » 
who have  notwithitanditig%as s-preat'a Right in the 

will indeed begin the H. 
fiility, which; without this, could never hays Veen, 
whilſt the inde nits K as; be in the Common, would, 

a 


1 @without Partition n{wered the Neckflitics of 
1 each particulat.“ Bye w ES "Himſelf 4" common 
1 5 Saab 


* 
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fame College, I incan, as to 


5 A "who Inks: hb Rules, Thich are ſo W 


ſolprel neceſſary to keep up this friendly Commerce 
ne. Rational Beings, which i is ſo neceſſary for 


4 the Good of each Individual Perſon an teceden ty 


to all Political Contracts or Settlements. | 
We are therefore, by the ſame Vari ty of Tees 

ning, ſo to interpret this Right 

of every Individual Biſhop to 1.  Uaricalled often 
arbolick Puriſdifion,. which of. 3 8 1 


is equal in Puri all, as that it We between Bir 


„ho: are otherwiſe 
a. not interfere, with the e dy theix "Epiſcopal 
Rig be, of His Brethren of the Conſecration : IAC 


the. Rights appropriated to each of them, by the 
Rules. of the firſt Settlement for keeping up the 


| Succe fon) at their ſeveral reſpective Conifforations 
| This is ſomewhat more than the Occupation now 
mentioned in che ſuppoſed State of Nature, which 


Was. 85. en alone ſufficient to make an 
Tnoajio ion on Rights fo orcupy'd injurious, The Oc- | 


' cupation in the State of Nature gives Right only 


by the Reaſonablenefs of the thing it ſelf.” and the 
1 5 niage it gives to a particular Claimant above 
others Who lay Claim to the ſame Poſſoſſions ; 
in it is che common Inrereſi bf every Individual 
Claimant, that Occupation within reaſonable Bounds 


 thould ſecure him in the peacehÞle Poſſe//ion of whit 


this \Necefſty ſhall oblige him to occupy for his 
own: ain” uſe, Mill ſuppoſing him to confine 
himſelf, with: Occupation within his own Qrora 
of the e bel. But it is 8 ſathe Divine Conftitu- . 

2 i tis 


230 1 
tion that Ives Biſbops a to exerciſe their 
Wn Power in 95 22 37 i: _- an 
ol Appropriation. of thoſe D:/iriFs to themſelyes, and 

an Ozcumenical-Right to exerciſe it whereyer they 
ſhall find Vacancies. 

be Conſecrated ine tirulb. So that the Power be 
' Firſt given within the Dioceſan Diftri8, though it 


Emergencies may require. That therefore which 
lf is. given. primarily, muſt {till be excepted; out of 
ow what is given conſequently to be exerciſed occaſjo- 
all. 
58 5 conſiſtent with each other: Thus it will be 
as nceſſary for keeping up that good . pw 
among Biſbops themſelves which may make them 
one Communion, 


encroaching on each others Juriſdidtion as Dioceſan 
notwichſtanding the Right, which each of them 
i equally claim, of exerciſing. their Power in 
uriſdiGions, wherever they find them) 


as Fe is neceſſary for every Individual Man, in the 


vuaſiont of what is fairly occupyed by any ot hen Man, 
if heswill enjoy the Benet of thi. Led Fill of 
the. reſt e the yet -not-incorporated Multitude, 
Which is as neceſſary for the Comfort and Happineſs 


. Zions, and the Benefit of «Poſitive Laws made- by 
the Governors of the Bodies for the Good. of all 
E . of the * 2285 in the State of In- 


corporation. 
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Vet ſo that they muſt not 


may afterwards. be extended further as occaſional - 
if we will ſo interpret God's Gifts as to make 


3 (which is eſſential to Ecclæſiaftical 
Diſeipline, that Biſhops may be obliged to forbear 


forementioned State of Nature, to forbear all In- 


of each Individual, even Antecedently to Vit orpora- 


\ © e 


corporation. And as it is the Beginning of Hoſti- Þ}f 
litiss im the State of Nature, for any one Indivi- 
dual to invade what is fairly occupyed by another, 


3 * 5 '* 2 
. * 2 a . on - * 95 ih 


ſo it is the Beginning of a Schiſm in the Church 


for any Biſhop to invade a Furiſdiction already fairly 
99 97 Collegue 1155 own Order. It in- 
vades the Security of every particular Biſhop” in 

his own reſpective Diſtrict, even of that of the In- 
vader himſelf, if any of his Collegues ſhould follow _ 
his ill Example. And therefore being againſt the 
Common Intereſt of every particular Member of the 
College, can never be 54%, nor is capable of being 
enacted into a Canon, wherein they may all agree. 
On the contrary, it engages all, if it ſhould one 
be allowed to paſs as a Precedent, to ſtand on theixß 
own Defence, and to act ſeparately within their 


own. Di/trifs, without hope of having their Acts 
ratified by their Collegues. This we call Schiſin 


in the Church, the Eccleſiaſtical Society. And it is 
the ſame with that which is called a State of War 
in Societies that are purely Teniporall. 
Nor could the Conſecrators, who conferred the 
Fpiſcopal Power, intend to gige 
2 Right to AZ in their Bre- 12. The Collegue Bi- 
tbrens Diſtrids, without their Se aan = 
Leave, and againſt their Wills, intend to give a Power 
and in oppaſition'to them, and eben ny 
all on their own private ſingle * whichwere nat theitew n. 
Judgments. If therefore ut 1 
Fathers had this Right ſince their invalid Depri-. -. 
vation,” Which it is 1 57 they had not before; 

Ee 'M 3 „ 
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32 e Ya 
it muſt 1 v. follow that our by invalid de 
554 Fathers _ this new Acceſſion of Power 

y that very Deprivation, which even our Friends 
acknowledge, to have been invalid, And how can 
they conceive. that the ſame AF, which, on ac- 
count of its Invalidity, could tate nothing from 
them, ſhould notwithſtanding its Invalidity, be able 
to confer any thing upon them? Can our Friends 
therefore think that the Biſhops Conſecrated by 
them, had a Righr to invade their own Juriſdi- 
Cionc, and to * up new Altars in oppoſition to 
tbemſelues 2 This would have diſcouraged all Con- 
ſeerations, if they mult thereby raiſe as many Rivals 
of their own Power: as there. were Perſons veſted 
| with Zpiſcopel Power by. thoſe Conſecrations, lt 
they did not believe them to have it on account 
of —_ Conſecration, it could be no Tradition 


of their: Conſecration. If they did not belicye that 
Conſecrated Biſbops had any ſuch. Power conferred 
upon them, by the Act of Conſecration alone; bow 

can we ſuppoſe 9 ſo inſenſible of their 
own Intereſt, as 570 ly to confer a Power fo per- 
n to theme ſelves 0 2, new. AR 8 bm 


r, is "etal to the” 1 Fire = of a 
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that they ought to have it on that account alone 
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(es. Hu wbich voy Fees Biſhop's Ads are 
ratify in all 


conveyed by the bare Act of Conſecration /ingly 


conſidered. What is ſo conveyed is equal in all Bi- 
ſoops, as the Conſecration it ſelf is. Nor can it 


therefore give him any Advantage aboye his Bre- 


thren, ſuch. as he muſt certainly pretend who will 


Diſtricts of the ſame Communion 
as well as in his own. . Nor is it indeed poſſible | 
that any Right in another Biſhops Diftri can be | 


claim a Right to ad in the Biſtricte of his Bre- 


hren without their leave. Indeed all Biſhops were 
Originally equal as ſucceeding immediately into 
the Rights of the Head Apoſile in the Colleges 


generally allowed in Subjects of General 'foncern- 


ment, and wherein the Publick was intexeſted to 

have notiſyed their Diſlike, if it had been other-" 

- wiſe. And all the tights of Metropolitans and 

Parriarchs in the Juriſdictions of their Suffragans | 

were the Reſults of Synodical Agreements by the 

Conſent of the Suffragans TY for the more 
t 


convenient Adminiſtration of their Provincial and 


National Aſſemblies; and may ſo far oblige their 


Succeſſors, as they judge the Convenience of ſuch an 


Adminiſtration ſufficient to make amends for that 


Lofs of their Original Rights by which it was ar 


firſt ſettled. However, it is certain, that it is no 


neceſ 0 ee of that indefinite, not Uni- 


verſal, Right which every particular Biſhop has of 


4 


& 


* 
* 
* 


of Feruſalem and Epbeſus, and as it appears from 
the Reaſonings of St. Ignatius and St. Cyprian, then 
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ing out of his Dioceſan Diftri8 i 
chat he may therefore take the ſame Liberty ir 
Wy Szes. If therefore this Right of exerciſmgt 


[1 
, 


' 


our Tnvalidly-d&prived 2 athers after their invalid 
Deprivationz to which they could lay no Claim be- 


tolerable account how they came by it. The De- 
privation it ſelf, moſt certainly, could not give 

it. Their Brethren who Conſecrated them could 
wy never tend to give it. It does as certainly ſup- 

Wl poſe an Inequality between them, and thoſe. of their 
18 Brethrep, whoſe Diſtricts are invaded by them, if 
Sy this Iwaſion can be juſtified. If therefore they 
Hi. P24 it, they muſt have been Gainers by the Injury 
that had been done them. But how can that be 
accoun 


aſticul Sees nor Ecclefaſtical Fudges between them, 


ſcience, obliged to land. Nor could the ſupreme 


gainſt private Perſons.” Our invalialy-deprived Fa- 


claimed in their -own Perſons, rightly challenge 
a Freedom of exerciſmg their Poer in Diſtricte, 
which had formerly been the Properties of their 


But nor on accuunt of ; any Acceſſion of any Power 
S which was properly neu, and was not theirs be- 


iſtricꝭ in Vacancies, 
rity, in their Collegue's Diſiriffs were claimable by 


1 fore; it will become our Friends to give ſome 


. =, Po Po Sp Yong, 


for? There could have been no Forfei- 
ture between Equals who had no common Eccle- 


to whole Determination both Parties were, in Con- 


publioꝶE Government be capable of forfeiting any . 
Branch of their Right for Injuries committed a- 


thers themſelves might, whilſt they lived, and 


i - Colleges! ſo long as they were one Communion. 
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Dre 5, "but r purely on u & their Sees 1 
unc ib. Which Reaſon | continued fo long 51 i 
they It d who had. the Better Rig bt to any n 
Set. This Right made the Paſſefſor of that one | 
See a principal See, Fo A WET other Bi. 
ſhops who communicated With him Schiſtnaticks: alſo. = 
by contagion, on that very account -of their being 
in Communion with him. But when the laft in— 
valid) ly-deprived Poſſeſſor 2; led; the Poſſeſſion. was 
then fir free from any 5455 matical Inci mbrance, = 
The then Poſſe had no Riva! that ol? ſo much 
as pretend a hetter Title. Nor could there thęere- 
fore, from that time forward, be any pretence, for = 
making his Poſſeſſion Schiſmatical, nor him a prin- 
"cipal Schiſmarick. And when there is no principal || 
Schiſmatick, there can be no Schiſmarical agion | 
that can be contracted by any other Biſhops oFacconnt | 
. of their Commu#hon with him. Thus it appears that 
the old Schiſm was intirely extinguiſhed, and that 
the new Schiſm thence commęnced, could lye againſt 
done but the thenegreſent PAL Yeffors. & 
Ks - I was therefore miſtaken, when [ conceived, that 
3 if the laſt SurviveAef our in” _ 
valid hy- deprived Fathers had he lt Surois 
ſubſtitu ted a Succeſſor, that 5 45 1 1 . = 
would have kept things i in the could nos give a Fu- 
ſame Condition wherein he left ee eee 
thein at the time of his Deceaſe. | od op 
; | That, is, that the fame Rigbr would have cot "Ui 
* nued in uch a x Succeſſor which had oy forme; 1 "\M 
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. This would indeed have a 
i Right as much better than the Right of the occu- 
8 fp Poſfeſſor, as that Was 4 ow leaged to have 

"which had been lodges Nin the ele 


1 cha 8 co 


BD 9955 on the ſame Foot whereon it was begun. 


on the Injury which had been committed againſt 
che . laſt Surviver, not againſt the then preſent Poſ- 
Fr But however plauſible this may ſeem at 
the firſt appearance, it is certainly very . falſe as 


the Survivers better Title muſt have kept the Sub- 
flitute out of a Poſſeſſion that could, by any fair 
Conſtyggion, be called Canonical. And if, to pre- 
vent Exception, the Surviver had reſigned | in 
Four of his Succeſſar, yet enen this would 
not have ſolved the Difficulty. That very, Re- 
= fionation would have vacated the See, and put an 
end to the laſt of the Perſonal . which had 
been concerned in the invalid eprivat ions. And 
cdonſequently to the Sebiſn it (lf, which had been 
1 grounded f op thaſ Perſonal Injuries. Then the Di/- 
1 en between the Subſtitute and the 
. 77725 of er, whether of them wauld have had the 
Wl Advanizze of the other as to the Senigrity of, his 
Peoſſeſion. And here alſo reaſon, as well as Fauqu 
ies on che ſide of the Poſſeſſur. The Ru "gt 
\ Law, that melior eſt conditio Pallident is, is it ſelf ve⸗ 
C  Iyreaſonable, where there i is not ot therwiſc an Ine- 
E545 | quality 


in buen And * — uſer ' hü Departe all, 


prived Predeceſſor. $5 the Schifm would have con- 
And the Charge of it would have been grounded 


8 0. 


to the Matter of Fact. Whilſt the Surviver lived, 


thin $59) pop ef) NY , 
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this belongs, Fab: act 


ver might give to h = 
Precedenty conſe not poſſibly be given by him to 
one who was intended as a Succeſſor. Though 


mality of: Clan ngen the 8 Competitors. 
for 55 that Ine quality have place here, where nei 


ther og them can have Poſſeſſion without a Vacanq;, 
ard Facancy "conf erg ie to none but the frft 


„ 


Canonical 5 W. to. rohet her of they 
med by the Pratedency 
| whatever elſe the laſt Suryz- 


lis ſubſtituted Succeſſots, this 


of the Seigure. 


this PrecaHency was indeed the only Advanitag 2 


that continued his own Right in oppoſitisn'to 15 2 


injurious, Poſſeſſor. Let our Friends date the Vatan 


cy from whether Period they pleaſe, either of His 


Reſeg nation, or his Death, the Poſſaſſors will have 
the ſame Advantage againſt the Stubſtiture which 


the laſt Surviver had againſt the Poſſefſor. If there- 


fore that Aduantage made the Altar of the Paſſeſſor 


The ie es as erected in oppoſition to the Altar | 


the Surviver, who, whilſt he lived, had a Pri- 


ey in the Poſſe/ſi ion, which had been forcibly ta- 


ken from him: So, for that ſame reaſon, the Srh- 


ftitute muſt be the "Schiſmatick from the time of 
the Demiſe of the 1 Sur viper, becauſe he muſt 


neceſſarily find the Occupant,” Who is his Rival, 


40 a Poſſeſſion earlier than any to which bimſel 
could pretend. If the Vacaucy had been 8 «4 


the Daa of the laſt Surviber; it would Yes 
been impoſſible for the Subſtitute to have received 
any ſort of Paſſæſſion from the laſt Surviver him- 

fel becauſe * could hare been no > Canonical 
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here ſuppoſed to have been ! 1 Nor, for the 
ene reaſon, could the laſt: ider give a goo 

pe Man in his Lie 1 * he had 

ven it upon a Reſignation in 1 This would 
vot haue mended: the, Marte 4 The Reſignation 
muſt as neceſſarily have made way for the Vacan- 
9. And the Occipant's Poſſeſſion would have been 
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ths 


4 rute u e have been inveſted. in. the ſame Poſſeſ- 
4 Ts Priority of Poſſeſſion. in the Occupant 


rum for Wick nete. Scbiſm, but tuch as muſt be be- 
by a new Invaſion of the Rights of the Senior 
| q 12 þinoſel, and muſt make them, guilty of 

the Chat; 
| Prove: guilty of the new Invaſion. 


- Occupant Biſhops thave full Epi- 

242 1 Fpiſtopacy fla ebe! Power, given them, by 
I =g 75 75 had ig! them who have an undoubted 
1 0 Power gi- Right to give it themgand when 
„ e 


Perſon J 
Se Arie to” ey. ara in aBual peaceabl: 


nn en Zion by the unanimous 
| , Gdly-deprived Fathers "Con ſent of all who can pretend 
_ . a (bare. inn the Right to give 
of Tg HER not only for Poſe Me ron, if no 22 had in- 
| ere. Xx 


Puja Fon Sat ina T Fo, Shieh 8 not beben be 
given by bim, from whoſe Death the Vabancy is 


from the very Moment wherein the Re- 
3  fenation Had deen perfected, before any new Act 
a could have been attempted, by which the Subſei- 


As not only binder the Canti nuation. of the former 
Sebiſn but perfectly was tinguiſo it, and leaves no 


of being the Schiſmaticks who ſhall 
A the Matter muſt needs ſtand. when Io 


4 *% EL 1 
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| tervened, which Pl ght 3 a Ny a oY 
Aeprived them of tt Right bee 1 2 
whith would” otherwiſe ke highs n 
been yndoubtedfy* their d * received, 
Here nothing couid de Seen that would hp” 
been Per for a Canonical Ap 


2 See, but only a Canonical Vacancy, which (whens ': 


ever: i falls out) miſt needs make ſuch à Poe 


fron, as this Is ſuppoſed to be; unexceftionable. 
But if Epiſe Topac had been extirpated, or the Poſe 
ſelſing Bilbgps had been ſubſtiruted- by no better 
Aut hority Wh that was, by which our late Holy 
Fathers were deprived, that is, by a Power purelß 
Laical: Either of theſe Cle would have given 
the Synod of our late -invelidly-deprived Fathers 
the full Poder and Aut hurity of 85 ational Church, 


not only for their own Liver, but proud Gor 3 


Poſterity, and fax perpetuating that good Authority, 
which none butt tey could eder give or fetperuate. 


gained by» their invalid Deprivation, beyind what 


each of them hadreceiued gt his reſpectine r 


cration. Then, as we have ſeen, they Wceiveg a 
Potuer to be exerciſed by them Whereyer they mould 


find vacancies. © And that is the Nb. ee, 


thing that is oblichable in both o 


that Both of, them Juppoſe all the di . in E- 
land to be vacancies. For it is the ens thing 
4 to, our. preſent Reaſoning,* whether they have 


x: all; or whether they WHO 250 actu. 


ay Pho d IE LOND * DINE of Bi | 
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Yet der, any the leaſt acceffion of næam Pomer 


|- » the bare hani. 


t Equivocally, 25 to 


* Such are nd. more: qualified-for ch 

| | | occupying. or filing. Epiſcopal. 1 8 F as. to. the re 

i . . 0 | exerciſe of any properly. Epi epa Ce Bt than even th 
= | — dengel So that Ny done Hinges hz 
Þ#: x | ha 
er, 

i ha 
Fa | Me 
5 his: F | huh in aach 0 e th 
1 DRESS that. wad Eph FIA ow ſpeak : wi 
ing. The Altar of a Nominal Biſhop. can only be po 
4 Nominal: Altar, no real one, who Cannot | pretend rt 

to be | any Legal. ee Repteſemative, of I th; 
Cpbriſt, {6-as to oblige Chriſt to Jad Celeſtial 5 che 
tion of what is, in Chiiff's „ performed on ine 
Eurth, without any real utharity 5 derived f rom ſtil 

| Chriſt to uſe his Nam in ſuch perfüt mances. Ne Ing 
enn there conſequently be any 1 L erocted in the 
oppDĩ to ſuck an > "fas which has ns Autho- | 
rige Prieſt for offering our My wh. wangelical thi 
1 EG ſe upon it. Nor 9 ſuch Ex- ere 
Erciſes of lag hority b I p thy in 1 rered tio: 
as any TT, ry do the Aur} ority. or Chriſt, wh 
1 where Chriſt is no. Ee | REN Kh never of, 
gave the Givi? Magi/troze, Authoxicy;ro 0 
ES of tn Qatore,. v 12 
can per fſommn. In the Da - oY; 
. Preps may e thee 12 2 18 
Power in ſuch diſtgict, as theſe; are, 3 to 
78 * real 5 eopal, nor even Preſtyterial Oc- gan 
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enpation of Preſbyters ownin their Subj ection to 
_ E WI al 2 that gr pretend 82 be inju- 
red 17 EK exerciſes. ' And if our deceaſed 
thers pad fubſtituted Su 
had a Right to gern the Epiſcopal Power, which 
had beets dint them by th 


either of theſe Caſes; | 


had 5 much ed our National Church in 
making tach Provifian for thoſe Caſes. Provided 
they Bad been confined to thoſe or the hike: Cabs, 
wherein there might have been no true Epiſcop, 
Power to rival them, that might have been as well 


there was, itldeed too likely a proſpect of one of 
them, canſidering the very . Notions concern 


themſelves. : 8 i 
"The $round, of what has been n aid, i 
this. The. Fon er received by F 


5 C 15. Pa Conſeer 
every - - Biſbop at his, Conſecra-.. I Ii Wy i ar 
A web 99 — 
0 755 invaded by 

her Biſhop without 


tion h N90 confinement, but vac aneie 
what re ults from 5 Rig . can 
of other Biſhops of his own me effion of Power 
Orger, and 2 with higue, e re Ven 
over whom! e c 4 1 p r et end no g t6 every: particular . Bi- 


Superiority ou account of Bite Which neue accefion 


| oy 
Con Trat bn, wich! is common od not de claimed. 


ts] MN Ke Neue Si 72 by the lat Surviver. 


"A of the fame” Order. It Therefore there 124 


been 


weceſſors that might 8 | 


e ſame Fathers, when 
ftould have happened; they 2 


quahfied, as themſelves, for filling vaca eie. And 


ing Epiſcop al. Power, which then (prevailed, and 
fil pr all among too l who notwithſtand. 
ing hs the, Epiſcopal ene, even « Biſbaps | 


| "plainly 
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been no. more * one: e Kb in 5 Warld, hu 
would be*no'deubr. but that he 1 exerciſe his 
Epiſcopal Power where he pleaſed, becauſe, in that 
Cale, there could be no pretence. of Injum to any 
- other Occupant of Equal Catholic Right and Power 
_ with himſelf: The Caſe would be the ſame in a 
National Church that had but one Biſbop in it. The 
Whole Power of ſuch ' a Nartonah,. 
lodc red It! Him, how mean ſoever his Charafter 
had been before, whilſt there Had been fin E piſco- 
. Collzze in the fame N provided 5 that 
s Character had beth cru Epiſcopal, . how, nar- 
ſoever his Piſtrict had been bf EM Nor would 

it any way Alter tlie Cife, if other aalen, Per- 
tons mheuld take upon them, the Name df Biſhops, 
and challenge proper Diſtri F as belonging to them, 
Under that 4ppellarien, by Rules formerly received 
in common by 5 2 llege, Wbilſt they made a Na. 
tional Church. Such a Uſurpation Gf the Name 
could confer no Right upon 75 either to Eyiſcopal 
Pomer, or to apphapriate Diſtrictt, withorit a ſolemn 
Canſecrati n by one, at leaſt, who was already pol-. 
ſeſſed of that!ſame. Power, and Gk a Right to cunfer 
ea ot ber. Such a Nominal Biſhop weld: II 
continue to be ho reat one, andyhis pretended Difri® 

/acancy, till he ſhould feceive a nete 
alid, 40 ö anſecration fom Perſons ſuſſiciently, . en. 
Con derate "him into EY 
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a full See, but even of occupying and filling a Va- 

_ cancy. But a Biſhop already inveſted with true Epi- 
ſcopal Power, wants nothing requiſite for the - 
propriating a Diſtrict but its Vacancy, and when 
that Caſe falls, the actual Poſſeſſion he had before, 
by the Conſent of thoſe who had the Power, tho 
not the Right (as conſidered alone) to give an un- 

cexceptionable Poſſæſſion; from that time forward 
that he has no longer any Rival, his anal Poſeſ- 
on begins to be Canonical, by the Laws of the 
Church. And, when it is fo, no Encroachments 
made upon it can be juſtified by hoſe Rights, which | 
| are common to the Epiſcopal Order, but by ſome 
Acceſſion of new Power, which may legitimate the 
Invaſion of ſuch a Biſhop as ſhould prove guilty 
„ of the Invaſion by ſome nem pretence of Superio- 
d ih. Nor can any Claim be laid to this Superiority 
of any kind but what muſt be grounded on . 
ze A, of thoſe particular Biſhops themſelves, where- 
al Þy they agreed to incorporate themſelves into Pro- 
m vincial or National, or greater Bodies, that might | 
{. Þ 4/emble and adjuſt Difficulties that might ariſe 
between them, for the more convenient Mainte- 
l Ynance of that Correſpondence which was neceſſary to 
i be obſerved unanimouſly by all. particular Biſhops, 
nd in order to their mutual Ratiſication of each others 
m- Ads, and their keeping themſelves in one Commu- 
ers, ien, on which the whole Diſcipline of the Church 
Bi- id fundamentally depend. The Management of 
hoſe Bodies 1 Aſſemblies made a Subordina- 
ion neceſſary for keeping order in thoſe Bo- 
ies and Aſſemblies, Which could neverbe at- 
. „„ 7 tained _ 
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became requiſite that every Individual Biſhop for 
him{ If and his Succeſſors, ſhould make ſuch Cæſſione 


of his own Original Rights as were abſolutely ne- 


ceſſary for preſerving the Unanimity of their Pra- 
Hice, by their being concluded. by the principal Ma. 


nagers. of their publick Aſſemblies , in things of 


leſſer importance, and uncapable of chat Evidence 
that might be thought ſufficient to ſatisfy every 
particular Member of the Epiſcopal College ſingly 
conſidered. This ſeems to have been the true Ori- 
.' ginal of that Inequality. 1 Biſhops which pre- 
vaiſed afterwards. And whateyer 15 bon will now 
inſiſt on a Claim of; Inequality with his , Brethren of 
his own Order muſt ground his Claim on thoſe 


15 long of Right granted by every Individual Bi- 


them fo long as they enjoy the Benefits on conſi- 
 deration whereof thoſe Ceſſions were firſt. granted, 
that is, whilſt they enjoy the Benefits of the Syno- 


ical Aſſemblies,” and whilſt thoſe Benefits — 4 


ſudged ſufficient to counteruail the Loſs, which 
. every Individual Biſbop had ſuffered by thoſe Ce/- 
| 2 which had deprived him of ſo many of his 
N Original Rig c. But this Swperiority cannot” be 
Challe eh, 57 the Power. given to Biſhops by 
their Conſecration. That, Pomer is equal in all, y 
the Conſecration it ſelf i IS., Nor can it therefore 
; 5 Wy Gelſi an of Right. which might cauſe any 


* F ; all” their e e Which had not 495 been 
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bi 2% 5 all _ = Biſhops perſiſted i in their 
Claim to their Original Equality.” Thence it 


p aps bimſelf and Succeſſors, which may oblige | 


Rather it ſuppoſes them in Poſſeſſion of 
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on! Perſons concern ed in the Management of the 


FFT # 3 
ranted away upon any Conſiderations whatſoever. 

Which State is inconſiſtent with any Superiority, 
and muſt make it injurious and Schifmatical for auy 
particular Biſhop to invade a Diſtrict already occu- 
d by. any of his-Brethren. Claims of this kind 
muſt be grounded on Compacts made by the parti- 
cular Biſbops, whereby ſuch Rights were parted 
with as were judged inconſiſtent with their Hicor- 
porations into Synods, Yet thoſe Cæſſions are like 
the Laus of Nations not committed to any writ- 
ten Codes, but grounded on the Equity and Reaſe- 


_ nableneſs of the things themſelves, and a zacit Re. 


ception and Acknowledgment of their Reaſonableneſs 
by a uniform Practice of all that are concerned in 


the Correſpondence of che Synodical Bodies which, » | 


could not otherwiſe have been incorporated. Here 
the Cæſſions being voluntary, by the uninterrupted + 
Conſent and Approbation of the Individuals by whom _ * 
the Ceſſions had been made, the Claims of Right 
grounded on them could not be injurious. Nor 
give any juſt reaſon of Complaint to thoſe who had. 
voluntarily yielded their own Rights upon valuable 
Confrderations, However, our Friends would do 
well to conſider how ſub/tirute Succeſſors can lay 
laim to Rights thus grounded on theſe Cæſſions, 
without ,a new Acceſſion of Power beyond what 
was given them at their Conſecration. gs nr 
tant, of all ſorts, were they in favour of whom + 
ht were made, as being the 


Loſs, as well as the greater Synodical Aſſemblizs, Lojall 
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But our inna i, 4 
before the loft Surviver of thoſe who were concer- 
ned. in that Caſe.” And with him the Merropoliti- 
cal Right was * extingniſhed qs to our little Flock, 
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no Succeſſor being ſaulſtituted in his Room, even by 


his Orthodox Brerhren who were' concerned in tlie 
fame, Cauſe with him. This Death immediately 


put an end to the Schiſm, ſo far as his Perſonal. 
Rights were concerned in it. It made immediately 
a Facancy for. his, Rival, who, by his valid Epiſ- 
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Meer opolitan dyed long 
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Friends, to avoid this, will indeed make him a 
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obliged to prove; And if this be too hard for them, 
Right't 


can be no Schiſm by contagion”, 


therefore put an 7 
tick as a Schiſmartc 
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they muſt then conſider how he could convey that 


o 4 Sutceſſor which he never had himſelf. .. 
The Sum uf what has been ſaid is this! There 


Where there is no principal _ 16, Recapitulation. + , || 

 » . * + TN "+ #6 & ,4þ7 n 2 K 1 
Schifmarick : The Death of the laſt Surviuer f 
our late invalidly-deprived F athers made .the Rev 41 1 | 


of that ſame Sus divert no longer a Schiſmarick, - 
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1 ger remain any Scbiſm at all, where there 1s neither 
dy Schiſm by way of contagion, nor any principal 
ID Schiſmatick from whom any contazion can be poſ- 
E | fibly feared," In this Caſe, all the Joc eſan- Diftrifts 
23 $i our. National Church are fairly and Canonically 
Nor could fuch Canonically ele 185 
ftrifts de invaded by any of our as invalidly- 
rived Fathers, or all of them, thoug S noc ea 
Alſemblel, without commencing a new Schiſm from 
the time of that Invaſion, though they had been 
5 all received, after the Death of their laſt, Surviver, 
and thereby enabled to act over again what they 
nad done before. What they could not validhy, 
nor without Schiſm. act in their-own 8 that 
. 221. could not authorize others in their 
Nam, on pretence of any: Commi 95 0 derived from 
Them without, the like Invalidity of ſuch As," and 
the like Chaige of beginning a new Schiſm. If 
| thoſe Fathers themſelves might be allowed ſuch a 
| Liberty of invading, occupyed Difrifte, they muſt 
. 5 have gained new Powers by their 7 inva- 
. rivations more. than was ever given, or in- 
7% to be gives, them at their ſeveral reſpective 
1 e But it is more unreaſonaple to think 
. . they could gain any thing by I 17 8 6 
Wesel) N e than that they could loſe by 
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them any r their juſt Rig hrs. Theſe things ita: ; 
8 5 beſug ſo, no Commuſſions for Powers deriyed 
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1 Yo"! Nor are we therefore obliged to enquire 9 
r | whether there be indeed, any ſuch Commiſſions, no, 
al Whether they be full to hs purpoſe of carrying on | 
„out preſent. Bi after the Death of the laſt Sur. 
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how, publick 
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„ os preſent Concern is not for the Fad m Which 
8 all that they can pretend to prove by Evi- 
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do Adverſaries are pleaſed to make, ſuppoſing 
the Facts as true, and as conc luſiue for what 
they produce them. Yet all will not avail them, 


invalidly-deprived F athers had no Rigbr to con- 
: vey ſuch Powers, as might legitimate their pre- 
actly fitted for Eccleſiaſtical Conveyances, All would 


{ed tobe their own at the tim? when the Perſons were 


v Cauſe, though they ſhould anſwer the Expes 
4 Ration that even Pi 5 rally... of Tony 
4 Bd to the e Proof of the 
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Aut benricalhy they are atreſied, nor 
„ 1 y nonißed for the Saris faction of the 
4 0 hole Bodies pretended - to be concerned in tlem. — of 


Endes. of this nature, but ſor the Reaſoninge | 


if the Reaſonings now. mentioned hold, that our 


not ſuffice for giving others a Right toPowers, that cea- 


toexerciſe the Powers ſo conveyed to them; Till our 
Friends can jr/? anſwer thefe Reaſons ſatisfactorily, 
ei will be in vain for them to produce, or 1ſt on, 
k ſuch Evidences of Facts, if they be pleaſed to con- 
7 | ſider how little they could thereby advance their 
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ſent. Separationct, though the: Conveyance had been "| 
made by a Form moſt folemn, and in 2rd moſt ex- 
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